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1. CONSIDERATION OF CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS

2. REPORTS OF THE BOARD'S COMMITTEES

3. REPORT FROM THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

4. PRESENTATIONS BY LOCAL OFFICIALS

5. RECOGNITION OF WASTE REDUCTION AWARDS PROGRAM (WRAP) WINNERS

6. CONSIDERATION OF CONTRACT CONCEPT TO DETERMINE THE
ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF WASTE TIRES AND WASTE TIRE
FACILITIES ON AIR, SOIL AND WATER (ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE)

7. CONSIDERATION OF NAME CHANGEyFOR THE LEGISLATION AND PUBLIC_
AFFAIRS COMMITTEE TO THE LEGISLATION AND PUBLIC EDUCATION
COMMITTEE (ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE)

8. CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTION OF THE USED OIL COLLECTION
DEMONSTRATION GRANT FINAL REPORT (ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE)

9 . CONSIDERATION OF A RECYCLING MARKET DEVELOPMENT ZONE LOAN TO 4'!
COAST RECYCLING NORTH, INC . (MARKET DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE)

48

11. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A NEW SOLID

	

(o(o
WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE CAL SIERRA TRANSFER STATION,
TUOLUMNE COUNTY (PERMITTING & ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

12. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED

	

q 2.
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE SOUTH BAYSIDE
INTEGRATED FACILITY, SAN MATEO COUNTY (PERMITTING &
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

13 . CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A NEW SOLID

	

106
WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE ONE STOP LANDSCAPE SUPPLY
CENTER COMPOSTING FACILITY,SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
(PERMITTING & ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

14. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A NEW SOLID

	

IS!
WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE COMMUNITY RECYCLING &
RESOURCE RECOVERY, INC . LAMONT PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT
COMPOSTING FACILITY, KERN COUNTY (PERMITTING & ENFORCEMENT
COMMITTEE)

15. CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A NEW SOLID

	

i 1 9
WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE VENVIROTEK-ARVIN PROCESSING/
RECYCLING STATION, KERN COUNTY (PERMITTING & ENFORCEMENT
COMMITTEE)

10 . CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A REVISED
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE AMADOR COUNTY SANITARY
LANDFILL, AMADOR COUNTY (PERMITTING & ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)
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16 . CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OR A REVISED

	

G(p
SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE EL SOBRANTE LANDFILL,
RIVERSIDE COUNTY (PERMITTING & ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

17 . CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENCE IN THE ISSUANCE OF A NEW SOLID

	

oZ 4
WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT FOR THE SCOTTS RIVERSIDE COUNTY
REGIONAL COMPOSTING FACILITY, RIVERSIDE COUNTY (PERMITTING &
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

18 . CONSIDERATION OF IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL art
AND CODISPOSAL SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM-AB 2136 (PERMITTING &
ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)

19. CONSIDERATION OF PILOT PROJECT(S) FOR THE SOLID WASTE
DISPOSAL AND CODISPOSAL SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM-AB 2136
(PERMITTING & ENFORCEMENT COMMITTEE)(no-(-aoa:i(o.b(` LLA+ I

G1 o s t,r ±c, m ~-i- n a_a:4-,)

20. CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PROPOSALS TO

	

306
CHANGE THE LEGISLATIVELY-MANDATED REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
(LEGISLATION AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE)

21 . CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE ADEQUACY OF
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THE PLACER COUNTY SOURCE REDUCTION AND RECYCLING ELEMENT
(LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

22. CONSIDERATION OF PETITION FOR REDUCTION IN THE DIVERSION

	

311
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE CITY OF FARMERSVILLE (LOCAL ASSISTANCE
AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

23. CONSIDERATION OF PETITION FOR REDUCTION IN THE DIVERSION
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE CITY OF LINDSAY (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND
PLANNING COMMITTEE)

24. CONSIDERATION OF PETITION FOR REDUCTION IN THE DIVERSION
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE CITY OF EXETER (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND
PLANNING COMMITTEE)

25. CONSIDERATION OF PETITION FOR REDUCTION IN THE DIVERSION
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE CITY OF WILLOWS, CITY OF ORLAND AND THE
UNINCORPORATED COUNTY OF GLENN (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND
PLANNING COMMITTEE)

26. CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTION OF IN-HOUSE WASTE PREVENTION
ACTION PLAN (LOCAL ASSISTANCE AND PLANNING COMMITTEE)

27. STATUS REPORT ON THE ALLOCATION OF AB 1220 FUNDS FOR MARKET
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENHANCEMENTS (oral ? r c-.s t-n-4-4-V; o n

28. OPEN DISCUSSION

29. ADJOURNMENT
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Notice :

	

The Board may hold a closed session to discuss the igli
appointment or employment of public employees and
litigation under authority of Government Code
Sections 11126 (a) and (q), respectively.

For further information contact:
INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
8800 Cal Center Drive
Sacramento, CA 95826

Catherine Foreman
(916) 255-2156

FRIDAY-SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 25-26,P,
MONTEREY, CALIFORNIA

ANNUAL CONVENTION OF'THE
CALIFORNIA REFUSE REMOVAL COUNCIL

NO OFFICIAL BUSINESSWILL BE CONDUCTED,!: BUT AIQUORUM
MEMBERS MAY BE PRESENT AT CONVENTION ACTIVITIES .
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FEBRUARY 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM 6

ITEM :

	

Consideration of a contract concept to determine the
environmental effects of waste tires and waste tire
facilities on air, soil, and water.

COMMITTEE ACTION :

	

At the time this item went to print, the
Administration Committee had not, acted on
this item.

BACKGROUND:

Each year, staff involved in tire-related activities prepares
recommendations for the allocation of the California Tire
Recycling Management Fund (Fund) . For the FY 1993-94 funding
policy, staff proposed a funding allocation which included
contracts, loans, and grants (Attachment 1) . The contract
proposal entitled : "Environmental Effects of Waste Tires on Air,
Soil & Water" was an $80,000 component of the staff
recommendation and was also submitted as a contract concept for
FY 1993-94.

•

	

On August 26, 1993, the Board adopted a FY 1993-94 funding policy
based on the original budget allocations (Attachment 2) which did
not include funding for the proposed contract . This fund policy
allocated $1,000,000 to the RMDZ Loan Program to be used for
loans for tire-related projects . Of this amount, only $850,000
will be encumbered this cycle for one project . Based on
applications received and business contacts to date, the Zone
Administration Branch does not foresee that the remaining
$150,000 could be encumbered prior to the end of this fiscal
year, leaving it in the Fund . Rather than risk the funds being
swept, staff proposes to contract for the use of these funds for
tire related studies.

ANALYSIS:

Staff of the Materials Testing Section proposes using $50,000 of
the remaining $150,000 for a contract with the Lawrence Livermore
National Lab (LLNL) . Although staff originally proposed a
similar contract for $100,000 (reduced to 80,000), staff
recommends funding only the first phase of it at this time, in
the amount of $50,000 . Phase I will provide a literature search
and data evaluation as well as recommended mitigation measures.
Because both loans and contracts are funded from the "State
Operations" category, no budget action would be required.

Staff of the Grants Section will be proposing to use the

•

	

remaining $100,000 for two contracts relating to domestic and
international tire exporting . If one of these concepts is not
approved, however, staff of the Materials Testing Section propose
to fund phase II of the environmental effects contract for an
additional $50,000 . This phase would provide for laboratory and
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field testing of the effects of waste tires and waste tire
facilities on the environment.

The Board's Strategic Plan emphasizes the development of markets
for recyclable materials and the promotion of research in support
of the waste management hierarchy . Strategic Plan Action Item
3 .1 .5 also directs staff to develop in-house research and
development capabilities and to assist the national labs . In
order to promote the development of uses for used tires and
assist the tire recycling industry, existing information on the
environmental effects of tires needs to be compiled, data needs
to be analyzed, and gaps need to be identified.

Because of the lack of centralized data and descriptions of
completed projects conducted elsewhere, there is a significant
need for this contract . The information that this contract would
provide could lead to an understanding of the environmental
effects of waste tires, waste tire facilities, and waste tire
projects on air, soil, and water . This information could prove
invaluable to future permit streamlining efforts for siting tire
processing facilities by demonstrating which conditions may cause
detrimental effects to the environment and by providing
mitigation measures.

STAFF COMMENTS:

Staff recommends:

A .

	

approval of the contract concept "Environmental Effects
of Waste Tires, Waste Tire Facitilites, and Waste Tire
Projects on Air, Soil, and Water" for up to $150,000 of
the funds previously allocated to the RMDZ Loan
Program .

ATTACHMENTS:

1 .

	

1993-94 Tire Fund Allocation - Staff Proposal

2 .

	

1993-94 Tire Fund Allocation - Board Adopted

Prepared by : Thomas Dietsch Phone : 255-2578
/~

,
~
p

	

a
Reviewed by : Ranny Eckstrom/Mart a~ G 3-flart Phone : 2436/2619

Reviewed by : Daniel Gorfain~ Phone : 255-2320

•

•
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ATTACHMENT 1

1993 - 94 Tire Fund Allocation

STAFF PROPOSAL

(TOTAL ALLOCATION $ 3,744,000)

Administration and PY

BOE Contract

Other Contracts

	

750

Env'l Effects of Waste Tires on
Air, Soil & Water

	

80

Tire Stockpiling in Rural Counties

	

40

Designing Tires for Retreading
Recycling

Fire Marshall & EA Training

Hauler Registration

•

	

Mitigation Reserve

Student Contract

Loans

	

850

Total : State Operations 	 2891

Grants

	

853

Research & Business Development

	

500

Local Government Innovations

	

350

Educational

	

3

Total: Local Assistance 	 853

820

471

0

100

400

100

30



ATTACHMENT 2

1993 - 94 Tire Fund Allocation

BOARD ADOPTED

(TOTAL ALLOCATION $ 3,744,000)

Administration and PY 820

BOE Contract 471

Other Contracts 453

Hauler Registration 400

Student Contract 53

Loans 1,000

Total : State Operations 2,744

Grants 1,000'

Research & Business Development 700

Local Government Innovations 300

Total : Local Assistance 1.000

•



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 7

Since its inception, the California Integrated Waste Management
Board has operated six standing policy committees, one of which
is the Legislation and Public Affairs Committee (LPAC).

The Chair of the LPAC Committee is seeking to change the name of
the committee to the Legislation and Public Education Committee
which more adequately reflects the nature of policies and
activities which fall under this jurisdiction.

In 1993, the Board underwent a major reorganization in order to
become more efficient and establish better internal coordination.
As a result of this reorganization, the Board created the Waste
Prevention and Education (WPE) Division . Most of the activities
of the WPE Division fall under the jurisdiction of LPAC.

Additionally, the primary mandate for WPE is to develop statewide
public information and education programs to gain public support•
for, and increase'participation in, the priorities and goals of
the Board . These goals include waste prevention and reduction,
market development, developing reuse practices, and recycling of
both solid and household hazardous waste including used oil . The
WPE is also responsible for developing and implementing source
reduction and recycling programs in schools throughout the state.

Both the Integrated Waste Management Act and a Board Division
address public education . Therefore, the Legislation and Public
Education Committee is an accurate description of the purview of
this committee.

•

S
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February 24, 1994

Agenda Item 8

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Adoption of the Used Oil Collection
Demonstration Grant Program Final Report

COMMITTEE ACTION : At the time this item went to print, the
Administration Committee had not yet acted on this item.

BACKGROUND:

Senate Bill (SB)1200 (Statutes 1990, Chapter 1657) mandated that
the Board award grants to cities, counties and city and county
agencies which had proposed or had established a used oil
curbside collection program to prevent the disposal of used motor
oil into the environment . As a result, the Board established the
Used Oil Collection Demonstration Grant Program.

• The Used Oil Collection Demonstration Grant Program provided for
the award of $1 million on a one time basis . The maximum awarded
for any one grant was $75,000 . The funding' was received by the
State from federal overcharge funds in the Petroleum Violation
Escrow Account (PVEA).

Board staff reviewed 23 grant applications and determined that 19
met the required criteria . Staff recommended to the Board that
these 19 cities and counties be awarded their grants . The Board
approved this request and awarded 19 grants totaling $840,057.

SB 1200 also requires that the Board submit a Final Report to the
Legislature with recommendations on the statewide use of curbside
collection programs for oil.

ANALYSIS:

The California Integrated Waste Management Board accepted
applications for the Used Oil Demonstration Grant Program from
April 1, 1992 to June 1, 1992 . Grants were awarded to 19
applicants on August 27, 1992 . Grant program documents were
mailed to all recipients with the grant term beginning October 1,
1992 and ending October 1, 1993 . At the end of this term,
grantees were required to submit a Final Report by December 1,
1993.

•



California Integrated Waste Management Board

	

Agenda Item 8
Page 2

	

February 24, 1994

Final reports and final payment requests were received from 18
grant recipients . The City of Fresno did not comply with its
original agreement and did not submit a final report because of
staffing difficulties and problems with hauler contract
negotiations.

The final reports include a program description, a determination
of whether this program can be made applicable to other local
agencies, and a statement of future intent of each grantee to
maintain the program . Grantees were . also required to list the
amount of used oil collected as a result of this project and the
number of households and population participating in the program
(Reported amounts are listed in Appendix A).

As an additional part of the final reports, the grant recipients
also included the names and addresses of the principal
contractors used for their respective programs . This information
is listed in Appendix B.

Appendix C lists the names, addresses and phone numbers of the
grant recipient program managers . The information should prove
helpful for any local agencies wishing to start a similar program
and needing technical information.

Findings

Of the recipients who used the grant funding to educate their
pre-existing oil collection programs, all experienced an increase
in oil collection amounts.

One major concern discussed prior to the program implementation
was the concern agencies had about oil spillage at the curb . It
is important to note that all agencies reported that they did not
record one spill during the program duration.

Two agencies, Marin County and the Santa Barbara, incorporated
the collection of used oil filters into their programs for the
first time . The response was very positive and a total amount of
8,325 filters was collected.

The only major problems stated by some grant recipients were that
some of their contractors backed out of the program prior to
contract approval and signing . This resulted in some agencies
not using all of their approved grant amount . The reasons for
this are varied and are explained in the Program Descriptions.

All grant recipients stated a determination that curbside oil
collection could be used throughout the state .

•

•
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Also, all grant recipients stated that they will continue the
curbside collection programs.
Grant Term Period

The grant term began October 1, 1992 and . ended October 1, 1993.
At this time the grant recipients had 60 days in which to
complete and send, to the Board, their final reports and payments
requests.

Staff Recommendations

Based on a review of all grant recipient final reports and in
accordance with program regulations, staff recommends that the
Board approve the Final Report.

STAFF COMMENTS:

#1 The Committee could approve and forward to the Board for its
consideration and approval the Final Report for the Used Oil
Collection Demonstration Grant Program as set forth in
Attachment B.

#2 The Committee could direct staff to reconsider the Final
Report and resubmit it to the Committee at a later date.

RECOMMENDATION:

Board staff recommends Options #1.

ATTACHMENTS:

A.

B .

Grant application list

Final Report

Prepared by : Pat Murphy — 3

	

c- Phone : 255-2474

Reviewed by : Fernando Berton

	

-1,
.g
.w ..,~a

	

vc —Phone : 255-2470

~/
Reviewed by : Phil Moralez'72/ l̀ J2/V'1

>
~ Phone : 255-2413

y
Reviewed by : Pat Macht ( /e

	

42.7 A cA'-7 Phone : 255-4453

Legal Review :	 Date/Time:

•

J
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Attachment A

Used Oil Collection Demonstration Grant Program
Grant Recipients

Grant Year 1992/93

Applicant	 Grant Amount

City of Chino

	

$ 9040
City of Clovis

	

14000
City of Fremont

	

75000
City of Fresno

	

75000
City of Glendale

	

75000
City of Hollister

	

75000
City of Long Beach

	

75000
Marin County

	

74993
City of Oakland

	

45623
Riverside County

	

58835
Sacramento County

	

50400
San Diego County/Ramona

	

7300
City of San Jose

	

15000
City of San Ramon

	

15358
Santa Barbara County

	

26881
City of Santa Cruz

	

11300
City of Santa Maria

	

50367
City of South San Francisco

	

10960
Tri-Cities (Saratoga,Monte Sereno,Campbell,

and the Town of Los Gatos)

	

75000

Total

	

$840057

•
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Executive Summary.

In 1991, the Governor signed the Used Oil Collection Demonstration Grant Program
Act, Senate Bill 1200 (hereafter referred to as SB 1200), authored by Senator
Petris . SB 1200 added Chapter 1 .5 (commencing with Section 3475) to Division 3
of the Public Resources Code relating to used oil and making an appropriation.
This bill enacted the Used Oil Collection Demonstration Grant Program Act of
1990 . Under this act the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board)
developed and administered a used oil demonstration grant program . The bill
transferred $1,000,000 from the Federal Trust Fund to the Used Oil Collection
Demonstration Grant Fund.

The purpose of the used oil collection demonstration grant program was to
encourage the establishment of public used oil collection projects and to provide
capital outlay and other costs to provide households with the capability of
collecting used oil generated in those , households and to encourage the collection,
recycling, and proper disposal of used oil.

The Used Oil Collection Demonstration Grant Program provided awards on a one
time basis of up to $75,000 per jurisdiction . Local agencies could pool grant funds
to implement co-operative programs . The funding was received by the State from
federal overcharge funds in the Petroleum Violation Escrow Account (PVEA).

Board staff reviewed 23 grant applications and determined that 19 met the
required criteria . Staff recommended to the Board that these 19 cities and
counties be awarded their grants . The Board approved this request and awarded
19 grants totaling $840,057.

This reports summarizes the results of the Used Oil Collection Demonstration Grant
Program and provides recommendations for the successful implementation of
curbside collection programs for oil in the future.

Overview of California's Used Oil Waste Management Problem

In 1988, an estimated 137 million gallons of used oil was available for recycling in
California . Of that, only 46 percent was recycled . Oil poured down household
drains, or directly into the ground, can work its way into the waters of the state.
Oil that is illegally disposed of may pollute the ground water with contaminants
such as lead, magnesium, copper, zinc, chromium, arsenic, chlorides, cadmium and
polychlorinated byphenyls (PCBs) . One quart of oil can pollute 250,000 gallons of
drinking water .

1

•

•

13



o

	

The California Management of Used Oil Act (SB 86) of 1987 prohibits the disposal
of used oil into sewers, drainage systems, surface or groundwaters, by domestic
incineration or burning as a fuel, or by deposit on land, unless otherwise authorized
by law.

The need for local governments to sponsor programs to collect used oil from the
public has never been greater . The Used Oil Demonstration Grant Program Act of
1990 provided the means to test the effectiveness of curbside oil collection
programs.

Final Reports

The California Integrated Waste Management Board accepted applications for the
Used Oil Demonstration Grant Program from April 1, 1992 to June 1, 1992.
Grants were awarded to 19 applicants on August 27, 1992 . Grant program
documents were mailed to all recipients with the grant term beginning October 1,
1992 and ending October 1, 1993 . At the end of this term, grantees were
required to submit a Final Report by December 1, 1993.

Final reports and final payment requests were received from 18 grant recipients.
The City of Fresno did not comply with its original agreement and did not submit a
final report because of staffing difficulties and problems with hauler contract

. .negotiations.

The final reports include a program description, a determination of whether this
program can be made applicable to other local agencies, and a statement of future
intent of each grantee to maintain the program . Grantees were also required to list
the amount of used oil collected as a result of this project and the number of
households and population participating in the program (Reported amounts are
listed in Appendix A).

As an additional part of the final reports, the grant recipients also included the
names and addresses of the principal contractors used for their respective
programs . This information is listed in Appendix B.

Appendix C lists the names, addresses and phone numbers of the grant recipient
program managers . The information should prove helpful for any local agencies
wishing to start a similar program and needing technical information.

2
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Findings

Of the recipients who used the grant funding to educate their pre-existing oil
collection programs, all experienced an increase in oil collection amounts.

One major concern discussed prior to the program implementation was the concern
agencies had about oil spillage at the curb . It is important to note that all agencies
reported that they did not record one spill during the program duration.

Two agencies, Marin County and the Santa Barbara, incorporated the collection of
used oil filters into their programs for the first time . The response was very
positive and a total amount of 8,325 filters was collected.

The only major problems stated by some grant recipients were that some of their
contractors backed out of the program prior to contract approval and signing . This
resulted in some agencies not using all of their approved grant amount. The
reasons for this are varied and are explained in the Program Descriptions.

All grant recipients stated a determination that curbside oil collection could be used
throughout the state.

Also, all grant recipients stated that they will continue the curbside collection
programs .

•

•
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Program Report Summaries

Each grant recipient was required to submit a final report which included a program
description, a determination of whether the grant recipients curbside program can
be made applicable to other local agencies, and a statement of future intent of the
grantee to continue the curbside program.

The following subsections are a synopsis of the final reports submitted by the
grant recipients to the Board.

1 .	 Chino

n Program Description

The collection of used motor oil was added to the already existing curbside
collection program . A major component was the purchase and distribution of
reusable containers to residents to reduce the one-time use of containers by
residents . The City of Chino and their waste hauler, Western Waste Industries,
researched the types of containers currently sold at retail outlets . It was found
that the majority of containers on the market could not be easily adapted for
curbside because they either were too small or did not seal properly.

• A 15 quart container (Blitz, Model #11838, by U .S . Metal Container Corp ., Miami,
Oklahoma) was selected because of its large capacity and good sealing properties.
The containers are distributed through Western Waste's Chino buyback and
curbside processing facility . Residents pick up the container, with instructions,
and then make an appointment for pickup at the curb . The oil is drained into a
holding tank and the container is returned to the resident . At the end of the route
the oil is drained into a storage tank and later picked up by a licensed oil recycler.

Grant funds were also used to purchase "Auto Recycler" wheels showing proper
disposal of oil and automotive products . Advertisements were also placed in the
city's community newsletter that is mailed to all Chino residents.

Chino's gallon total of collected oil was not available at the time the report was
sent to the Board . The information will be sent the Board as soon as the
contractor sends its report the City.

nDetermination

The City's curbside program is easily . adaptable by other agencies throughout the
state . The research done on appropriate containers should prove extremely
helpful . During the grant term, other agencies contacted the City of Chino to
obtain program information . Because Western Waste Industries serves a number

4
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of communities this program is expected to be a model for curbside oil , programs
implemented in Western Waste's client cities.

n Future Intent

The City of Chino intends to continue the program . The City received a
Household Hazardous Waste Discretionary Grant for curbside recycling in June
1992 and a Used Oil Block Grant in December 1993.

2. Clovis

n Program Description

The City of Clovis operates a curbside collection program in which used motor oil
is collected one day per week . The program has been operating since 1990 . The
grant was used to provide public information and promotion beyond the scope of
the contract the City of Clovis has with its contractor.

Informational flyers were printed and distributed throughout the city . Also a one
minute radio public service announcement was produced and broadcasted on a
local station . In addition, a one quarter page advertisement was printed in the
local newspaper.

The educational program. flyers were not mailed to the residents until September of
the grant term which left only one month to track the effects of the amounts
collected which totaled 8,700 gallons . For this reason the comparisons between
pre-grant and post-grant amounts of oil collected were not used at this time
because of a lack of data.

n Determination

The approach used by the City of Clovis would be applicable to jurisdictions having
a curbside recycling program in place or in starting a new program . The City
anticipates that the program will generate higher totals of oil collected compared to
the amounts collected before the program.

n Future Intent

The City of Clovis will continue the program until at least June 1995 . After that
time, a new contract and costs will dictate the program's continuation.

5
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3 .	 Fremont

n Program Description

Before its expansion, the curbside oil collection program consisted of notices sent
to•residents indicating which auto parts store sold the used oil recycling containers.
The residents could purchase the container and set it out with the other
recyclables at curbside.

The expansion of the program involved changing the approach from a passive role
to an active role . The collector and the city planned to distribute 75,000 oil
containers to single family residences . All of the routes having curbside collection
were targeted for oil container distribution.

The containers were dropped off at each home with an instruction brochure
outlining the program . The brochure explained that containers would be reused
and that as the containers were collected, empty containers would be placed at the
curb for future use.

Additionally the program was described in various city publications and notices
• sent to residents . The focus of the program was to elevate the level of public

information . Because of this high visibility and the convenience the delivered
containers provided to the customers, an increase of 500% of oil collected over
pre-grant amounts was experienced for a total of 11,310 gallons.

nDetermination

This demonstration program was very effective in expanding the curbside
collection program for a community of 185,000 residents . The program could be
effective in larger communities.

nFuture . Intent

The City of Fremont is firmly committed to maintaining the program . The Fremont
City Council passed a resolution to continue support of the expanded program.
Despite a late start the program was responsible for increasing participation . It is
anticipated that continued expansion of the program through the continued public
information efforts will bring higher levels of participation.
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4 . Glendale

n Program Description

On April 22, 1993, the Glendale Fire Department established a Curbside Used
Motor Oil Collection Program . The program consisted of two components . The
first, a public awareness campaign provided educational materials to households in
the form of fliers . The second was to establish a weekly used motor oil curbside
collection program to add to their existing curbside program.

A truck collects the used oil while providing residents with a free oil change kit
which includes a folding funnel stand, a double sealed heavy duty recyclable used
motor oil bag, and an outside packaging bag that serves as an oil filter bag . The
services are free of charge and available to all Glendale residents . The residents put
their used motor oil at their curb on every Thursday . A specially equipped truck,
staffed by one environmental services representative, consolidates the oil in a 55
gallon drum loaded on the truck . The oil is then delivered to the holding facility to
be hauled by Evergreen Environmental Services for recycling . A total amount of
5,130 gallons of used oil was collected during the program term.

n Determination

The Used Oil Collection Demonstration Grant Program can be made applicable to
other agencies throughout the State of California . The City of Glendale is
constantly improving its program by adopting methods to reduce the costs of the
program, such as consolidating the incoming waste oil to reduce the volume and
the potential hazard, utilizing in-house staff during waste oil consolidating
operation, and finally scheduling a single day per week mobile collection to reduce
labor, transportation and disposal charges . In the City of Glendale's opinion
combining regional solutions will generate positive and a cost-effective outcome.

n Future Intent

As a part of the California Used Oil Recycling Block Grant application, the Glendale
City Council issued a resolution authorizing the submittal of the Used Oil Recycling
Block Grant Program and the City Council further certified that the City of Glendale
has or will have sufficient funds to operate and maintain the project . Glendale was
approved for a Used Oil Block Grant in December 1993.

7
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5. Hollister

nProgram Description

The Used Oil Collection Project was started in February 1993 . The project was a
joint effort between Hollister Disposal Company and the City of Hollister . It was
estimated that the curbside collection program would collect approximately 300
gallons per week by completion of the program . During the first six weeks, 279
gallons per week was collected . Shortly thereafter, the 300 gallon per week goal
was reached . The total amount of oil collected was 9,110 gallons with a 100%
resident participation rate.

An agreement was made with Hollister Disposal to collect and transport the used
waste oil to a recycler for reuse . Upon completion of the project, Hollister Disposal
contacted an oil recycler who came to the community to collect the waste oil . The
recycler included the cost of transportation into its fees for waste oil collection.
This saved the project approximately $50,000 in grant funds.

The only complaints received during the project test period were from residents
who did not have their oil picked up or that the company forgot to leave another
container . The customers called the contractor and the oil was picked up or a
container was dropped off . These problems lessened as the program continued
and are expected to be. completely corrected when both the contractor and the
customer learn from experience.

nDetermination

The City of Hollister feels that this program can be used throughout California,
especially in rural areas, due to the success of this project.

nFuture Intent

This program has proved so successful that the local disposal company will
continue the program and has expanded the service out to residents of the
unincorporated area of San Benito County.

6. Lonq Beach

n Program Description

The City of Long Beach residential recycling program provides recycling collection
services for all single family homes and dwellings of up to ten units within the City.
The program includes a one gallon, screw top container dedicated for the collection
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of used motor oil . The program's first phase of 25,000 dwelling units was
implemented in December of 1992.

Prior to the program's implementation, the City's recycling staff conducted 12
public education and information meetings specifically designed to assist with the
implementation of the residential recycling program with emphasis on the collection
of used motor oil . The meetings included a slide presentation, sample of the used
motor oil container, numerous handouts and a question and answer session.

City staff also conducted six elementary school assemblies to enlist the support of
students and to ask students to remind their parents that used motor oil can be
recycled through the program.

When each residential dwelling received its purple recycling bin, a colorful "how-to
brochure" was included . The motor oil section explains how residents may request
used motor oil containers at no additional charge . The explanation is written in
English, Spanish, Vietnamese and Kmer (Cambodian).

The City contracts with Recycle America for the collection, processing and
marketing of all recyclables . Recycle America contracts with Evergreen Oil for the
processing and marketing of used motor oil . Long Beach has not received a single
spill report from a citizen or a negative telephone call regarding the used motor oil
collection program since it began in December 1992.

Every effort is made to deliver oil containers to residents within 48 hours upon
request or before its next collection day . All recyclables are picked up once a
week on the same day as refuse collection . When residents place used motor oil
containers out for collection, the full containers are placed on a rack in the
recycling truck and the same number of empty containers are returned to the
resident for the next collection service.

The City contracted with the California Conservation Corps and the Long Beach
Conservation Corps to provide public education and information support for a
targeted area of the City . The area targeted had the lowest recycling participation
rates in the City . Corps members with English, Spanish and Cambodian speaking
skills went door to door to answer questions about recycling and to reinforce the
need to participate in the recycling program, including the used motor oil
component . The Corps members also performed skits and conducted assemblies in
neighborhood park auditoriums and at schools . These efforts resulted in a 2 per
cent increase in oil collected and 100% participation in these areas that the city
provides curbside collection services . The total amount of oil collected during this
program term was 40,000 gallons .

9
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• n Determination

The Long Beach Used Motor Oil Collection Program is being tested in a multi-
lingual market that will provide a broad test of its ability to succeed and the quality
of its public education and information component . Smaller cities may benefit from
reviewing a single phase of the program . Larger jurisdictions may find it more
relevant to look at two or more phases of the program . Long Beach feels that this
pogram can be applicable to most other similar agencies throughout the state.

nFuture Intent

The City has contracted with Recycle America to provide for the residential
collection, processing and marketing of used motor oil for a period of seven years.
The contract also provides for two additional one-year options.

7 . Marin County

n Project Description

The original intent of the grant application was to provide funds to three private
waste haulers for the implementation of used oil curbside collection programs in
their respective jurisdictions. Funds were also included for the Marin Recycling
Center which was to consolidate the used oil from the curbside programs and
arrange for transportation to a used oil recycling facility . The Marin County Office
of Waste Management worked with these haulers and the Recycling Center prior to
the submission of the grant application in May 1992 . Each agreed to commit
themselves to participating in a curbside program for the duration of the grant
period.

On August 12, 1992 one of the haulers indicated they were backing out of the
project due to unanticipated understaffing . After several meetings with the two
remaining haulers, it was agreed to expand the service area of Mill Valley Refuse to
include an additional 2,561 customers.

Contract negotiations between the two haulers and Marin County took longer than
expected . On March 24, 1992, another hauler withdrew from the project due to
insufficient resources and staffing needed to complete their obligation as required.
The County was now left with one hauler willing to implement the program.
Service agreements and new budgets were drawn to reflect'participation by one
remaining hauler and the Recycling Center . As a result of the withdrawal of two
haulers, the amount of funds requested from the CIWMB was reduced from
$74,993 to $32,813 .
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Persons eligible to participate in the curbside project were notified through a
brochure which was sent to them by mail . The brochure instructed people how to
participate in the program and provided additional information on problems relating
to unsafe disposal practices . Items to be collected included used motor oil, oil
filters, and latex paint.

The demonstration pilot project operated in conjunction with the hauler's regularly
scheduled garbage pick-up from June 1 to September 30, 1993 . Mill Valley .
Refuse (MVR ► wanted to conduct the curbside program on an appointment basis to
ensure more control over the program . If someone wanted used oil or filters
picked up, they notified their hauler . Staff instructed callers to leave their items at
the curb on a specific date . MVR also recorded the type of material and number of
containers that the caller would be leaving . Before a driver went on his route, the
log was reviewed to verify the location and material to be collected . Participants in
the program could not leave more than three gallons of waste oil at the curb in one
week . This limit was imposed for safety reasons and to ensure that drivers would
have enough space in their vehicles to accommodate all participants without
having to make an additional trip . At the end of each collection day, haulers would
bring any items collected at the curbside to the Marin Recycling Center where it
would be consolidated and sent for recycling.

Marin County had a total of 224 gallons collected during this program . The small
amount can be attributed to the fact that the program did not get into full swing
until late in the year and also the problems with the two contractors that
eventually backed out . It is expected in the future that oil collection will increase
now that most of the initial problems have been corrected.

The following items were purchased for the program to advertise or aid the user in
participating in the program.

n Twelve signs were made for garbage collection trucks advertising
the program.

n Green tags were ordered and made available to the haulers . In the event
people left something at the curb that was not part of the program, the
hauler "green tagged" it . The tags provided information as to why the
waste was not accepted and methods for proper disposal.

n Oil filter bags with a zip lock were ordered and distributed
n Dairy jugs with screw caps were purchased and made available at the

same locations as the collection boxes.
n An "Enviro Vault" was ordered to store the used oil at the Marin Recycling

Center until it could be transported to a used oil recycling facility.
n A filter crusher (Crush Master III) was ordered for the oil filters and placed

at Marin the Recycling Center .
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As part of the education portion of the program a brochure, announcing the
availability of the program, how to participate, and offering information on proper
waste management was mailed to 6,715 single family homes . A separate
notification announcing the start-up date for the project was also included . In
addition, a letter and a brochure were mailed to 108 apartment managers
requesting their assistance in distributing brochures to their tenants . Eleven
managers representing 292 rental units responded . Two managers representing
142 units indicated they did not want to participate because they did not permit
tenants to change oil on the property . One manager was concerned that
distributing the brochure might be viewed as encouraging these types of activities
to take place on the property.

n Determination

It is possible that a program such as Marin County's can be used by other
communities in the State . Including the collection of used oil and/or oil filters in an
existing program will keep costs at a minimum.

n Future Intent

Mill Valley Refuse was very pleased with the program, especially the appointment
system . Consequently MVR elected to continue this program and expand it to its
entire service area .

8 . Oakland

n Program Description

The City of Oakland contracted with three firms for residential recycling services.
Each firm was assigned a geographic area and each collected used motor oil along
with other recyclables . The phase-in of recycling services began in January 1993.
All single-family dwellings currently receive curbside collection service.

Oakland's contractors provide oil collection services by distributing plastic
containers to residents . The one-gallon, transparent containers are labeled
indicating that they are for used motor only, are one gallon, are transparent, and
can be reused several times . Residents place their full container next to their
recycling bins for collection.

The trucks used by the contractors are equipped with used oil reservoirs allowing
the containers to be drained in-route and empty containers are left for the resident
to reuse . The truck oil reservoirs are drained into a central storage tank for
collection by a certified used oil hauler .

12

•

•

at#



There have been no reports of oil spillage with this program . Residents find the oil
collection program convenient . The primary complaint is on the inconvenience of
having to request an empty oil container and the limitation of how much oil can be
set out for collection (two gallons per week per residence) . The total amount
collected during the project was 13,173 gallons with a 86% participation rate.

The City provided an introductory brochure to all residents at the beginning of the
program. Presentations at schools, neighborhood and community groups were also
made.

n Determination

The City of Oakland feels that this demonstration project is applicable to other
local agencies.

n Future Intent

The City of Oakland will continue the collection of used motor oil until the
termination of the residential recycling agreements which is December 31, 1997.
After that date new agreements will be negotiated.

9.- Riverside County

n Program Description

In May 1992, the County of Riverside authorized the County Department of Waste
Management to provide a $400 per collection vehicle subsidy from its recycling
budget. This money was used to equip its curbside recycling collection vehicles
with containment tanks, purchase of depot storage tanks, and for public education.

The curbside collection of used motor oil was available to residents once per week.
Residents placed the containers with their other recyclables at the curb . The oil
was emptied into the truck storage tanks and then returned to the resident . The
oil was later delivered to a storage tank to be pick up by a registered hauler . The
total amount of oil collected was 4,976 gallons with a resident participation rate of
31%.

The public education portion of the program consisted of printing and distribution
of an educational brochure pertaining to oil collection and recycling . This was sent
to all residents eligible to participate in the program .

•
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n Determination

It is believed that the Riverside County's unique used oil collection program could
apply to other local agencies.

n Future Intent

It is the intent of Riverside County to continue the curbside collection of used
motor oil as part of its waste management program.

10 . San Diego County\Ramona Disposal

n Program Description

In January 1992 Ramona Disposal Service initiated a used oil curbside collection
program . Tanks with a 65 gallon holding capacity were installed in the collection
trucks . The used motor oil is collected five days per week, on five routes,
Monday through Friday.

Used Oil collection service is provided only to residents using curbside service.
Customers are required to use a two-gallon high density polyethylene (HDPE)
container approved by the Department of Transportation, for which there is a one-
time fee of $3 .00 . No other type of container is permitted.

One day prior to regular trash and recyclables collection day, the resident calls
Ramona Disposal to report that their oil is ready to be picked up . The resident is
charged $1 .00 per container each time it is collected . The amount is . included on
the monthly billing statement as a separate item.

There are no limits to the number of times a resident can use the program . The
only limitation is that the specified container must be used . When the container
with the used oil is collected, an empty one is left in its place.

At the end of the day, the driver empties the oil into a 500 gallon above ground
holding tank at Ramona Disposal's facility . The oil from the holding tank is
collected every 90 days by Aztec Oil Company, a licensed hazardous waste hauler.
The total amount of oil collected during this program was 1,500 gallons with a
total Ramona area participation rate of 100%.

n Determination

This type of program can be used by other local agencies throughout the state that
operate a curbside collection program in a rural area.

,0
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n Future Intent

Ramona Disposal is committed to continuing the program indefinitely.

11 . San Jose

n Program Description

The principal means for city residents to recycle used motor oil is through San
Jose's curbside collection program . Used motor oil is collected at the curbside
from all single family homes. The City of San Jose made substantial changes to
the garbage and recycling collection program with the introduction of Recycle Plus
on July 1, 1993 . Recycle Plus is a volume-based system whereby residents pay
for the amount of garbage they produce . Recycling opportunities were expanded
to include used motor oil.

A great deal of public education was necessary to introduce this new program.
This included newspaper and television advertisements, posters and brochures, as
well as City staff attendance at many community events . In each of the public
endeavors, used motor oil was featured . The public education material emphasized
the collection and recycling of used motor oil.

In addition, the creation of materials and advertisements in other languages greatly
enhanced the City's ability to reach a diverse population . San Jose has large
Spanish and Vietnamese speaking populations, so materials were printed in these
languages . As a result, the City had a 45% increase in oil collected for a total
amount of 205,719 gallons with a 70% participation rate.

n Determination

The public education program used to inform residents of the opportunity to
recycle used motor oil at the curb has the potential to be used statewide.
The information was designed to introduce San Jose residents to the Recycle Plus
program as well as to encourage more residents to recycle their used motor oil.
This will be applicable to a number of cities that are currently redesigning or
expanding their solid waste collection systems.

n

	

Future Intent

The City of San Jose will continue and expand the program.
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• 12. San Ramon

n Program Description

The Curbside Waste Oil Collection Program is a free-to-user program available to all
San Ramon residents with curbside garbage collection . Customers call Valley
Waste Management to request containers . A four-pack of one gallon containers is
delivered to the customer within a week of the request . The containers are
furnished to the customer to help ensure that only used oil is collected and to
avoid spills caused by improperly fitting lids or unsuitable (weak or leaky)
containers . The customer then fills one of the containers with the used oil and
leaves it at the curb with the garbage and other recyclables where it is picked up
by the hauler.

Valley Waste Management drains the oil and the container is marked on the bottom
for re-use . The containers are then back in stock for re-use up to three times . The
waste oil is stored in a tank until it is collected by Evergreen Environmental for
recycling . A total of 6,187 gallons of used motor oil was collected during this
project.

n Determination

q

There has been no contamination or oil spills at the curb which was a concern at
the beginning of the program . Because of this and the success of the project this
type of program can be applicable to other agencies throughout the state.

n Future Intent

The City of San Ramon intends to continue the program indefinitely . In December
1993 they were approved for a Used Oil Block Grant to be used in a program to
subsidize the service.

13. Santa BarbaraCounty

n Program Description

The County of Santa Barbara operated its used oil collection program by organizing
the collection areas into two separate units, the North County and the South
County.

The North County program was operated by Valley Recycling ,which has included
used motor oil collection along with other recyclables since January 1990 . The
Demonstration Grant funds were used to add the collection of oil filters to the
program along with the purchase of such items as oil filter crushers, and the
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purchase of an additional oil storage tank . The oil is collected by Evergreen
Environmental Services and the oil filters are transported to Tamco, a steel smelter,
by Valley Recycling.

The South County program consisted of adding oil filter recycling and expanding
the oil collection by providing containers and educational materials . The program is
operated by the Community Environmental Council . Used oil is collected and
deposited in a 1000-gallon storage tank at the county transfer station and picked-
up by Black Gold, as registered hauler. Oil filters are placed in containers provided
through the program, collected and taken to Marborg Disposal for processing.
During the project duration a total of 21,830 gallons of oil and 8,232 oil filters
were collected which was an increase of 40% over pre-grant statistics.

The County did not utilize the full amount of grant funds because a direct mailing
describing and promoting the start up of the oil collection program was deemed
unnecessary . The mailing of a quarterly newsletter coincided with the startup of
the oil collection program . The newsletter described and promoted the oil program
as adequately as a direct mailing.

n Determination

This program could be made applicable to other local agencies throughout the
state.

n The County of Santa Barbara intends to continue funding this program
indefinitely.

14 . Santa Cruz

n Program Description

The City of Santa Cruz has operated a used oil curbside collection program since
1987 . The oil is collected at the curb once per week along with other recyclables.
At this time the residents are furnishing their own screw top containers using
either a one gallon milk jug type or the original one quart new oil container . The
program has been further developed using different types of activities.

The first activity was the improvement of oil drop-off areas at the Landfill
Recycling Center . This was done to increase the safety for the site workers, the
public and the environment . To this end a secondary containment structure was
constructed around their oil storage tank . This has eliminated the possibility of
drop-off containers leaking onto the ground after they were dropped off for
disposal .
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The second activity was the construction of an oil filter densifier . This piece of
equipment removes all the remaining oil from the filters that are brought in for
recycling . The densifier was built by the City garage and delivered to the site.

The third activity was an expansion of the public education program . A mailing
was created to accompany a newspaper advertisement . The mailing described the
hazards of improperly disposing used oil and the steps that can be taken to
properly dispose of used oil which included leaving it at the curb for collection.
Also a program to mark all storm drains with a message regarding disposal of oil
and other hazardous wastes was instituted.

The amount of oil collected during the course of the project was 15,250 galleons.

n Determination

The City of Santa Cruz reports that there would not be any reason why this type
of program can not be applicable to cities statewide . The public education
component is especially adaptable to any location where storm drains run directly
into surface water systems.

n Future Intent

The City of Santa Cruz intends to continue and expand this program.

15 . Santa Maria

n Program Description

On July 1, 1991 a city curbside recycling program was initiated . In addition to the
traditional curbside recyclables collected, used motor oil and automotive batteries
.were added to the program. The city contracts with a private company to provide
the curbside service.

Santa Maria's curbside oil recycling program is unique in that it provides secondary
containment for used motor oil placed at the curb . In order to participate in oil
recycling, residents must call the city's contracted service provider to request a
special "overspill" bucket bearing a black and white oil recycling decal . Residents
then place their own sealed containers of oil within this overspill bucket, secure the
lid and place it at the curb. The residents' sealed containers are then collected by
the curbside crews, and the overspill bucket is left at the curb for future use.
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Some of the funding received for this program was used to reimburse the city for
various promotional/educational expenses, including two newsletters and an
instructional flyer . A brochure designed specifically to educate the public about
the origin and value of oil as a resource, the hazards of improper disposal and the
various recycling options available in the Santa Maria area was produced with
grant funds. Radio advertisements for the oil recycling program were done on two
popular Spanish language stations . All printed materials used in conjunction with
the program are available to other local agencies.

Funds were also used to purchase and install an oil filter crusher at the Household
Hazardous Waste Collection Facility (HHWCF) in anticipation of adding oil filters to
the curbside program in the near future . The 600-gallon used oil storage tank at
the HHWCF was retrofitted to allow up to twenty containers to be drained into the
tank simultaneously . The amount of oil collected during the program duration was
13,471 gallons.

n Determination

Santa Maria's program is widely applicable to other jurisdictions in California . Other
cities wishing to start a curbside collection program could benefit from Santa
Maria's approach in developing a mechanism to provide secondary containment for
used motor oil at the curb.

n Future Intent

The City of Santa Maria is fully committed to continuing and expanding the
curbside recycling program at the HHWCF.

16. SouthSanFrancisco

n Program Description

South San Francisco participated in an education related program . It consisted of
the printing of two brochures, and presentations made and the two high schools in
the area . The brochures are titled "How To Change Your Baby" and "Do You Like
Your Seafood Greasy.

"How To Change Your Baby" took the reader through six steps required in
changing your car's motor oil with the sixth step emphasizing the need to dispose
of the oil at the curb . "Do You Like Your Seafood Greasy" told the reader about
the importance of disposing used oil in a safe manner and not dumping it into
sewers, which eventually flow into the ocean.
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o
The high school presentations discussed the hazards of improper handling of motor
oil and the proper way to dispose of it . Also a presentation of a video was
included that highlighted proper recycling methods.

The amount of oil collected was 8,300 gallons which was an increase of 7 per
cent over pre-grant totals.

n Determination

The brochure/presentation education program is applicable to any jurisdiction in the
state.

n Future Intent

The Used Oil Curbside Collection Program will be continued by the contractor,
South City Scavenger, indefinitely.

17 . Sacramento County

n Program Description

Sacramento County received a grant of $50,400 to fund a public awareness and
education campaign for their curbside recycling program . County matching funds
were provided by the Water Quality Division, Water Resources Division and Solid
Waste Management Division.

The County's original grant propdsal called for the design and implementation of
four public awareness and education tasks that would be incorporated into an
overall campaign . . The campaign included promotions, paid advertising, free media
and the development of . a theme and message.

The campaign was run in conjunction with existing curbside recycling services and
in addition to on-going public awareness and education efforts.

The County chose to use the services of a public information consultant to design
and implement the campaign . The team of McNally, Temple and Associates and
Townsend Hermocillo Raimundo and Usher was selected . The campaign, began in
March 1993. Some advertising methods developed were press kits, billboard
signs, truck signs, utility bill stuffers, and plastic oil funnels distributed by county
employees . The result of the public information project was that the amounts of
oil collected increased 45% from amounts collected prior to the campaign for a
total of 98,860 gallons.
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n Determination

This campaign used standard public information methods to get the message of
used motor oil recycling out to residents serviced by the curbside program and
resulted in a 40-50% increase in recovered motor oil . The County believes that
other local agencies throughout the State could implement similar programs with
similar success.

n Future Intent

Sacramento County is committed to continue and maintain this program.

18 . West Valley Cities

n Program Description

The West Valley Cities consist of the Town of Los Gatos, and the cities of
Campbell, Monte Sereno, and Saratoga . Curbside collection service is provided to
all households that place garbage at their curb . The West Valley Cities developed
an education campaign to promote the disposal of used oil by collecting it at
curbside.

To highlight the used motor oil collection program, a curbside recycling brochure
was produced and distributed . The design was individualized to each of the four
jurisdictions . The brochures were mailed to all eligible households during the
month of August.

Also, to congratulate and report to residents on the success of their recycling
efforts, a "pat on the back" mailer was produced and distributed . This
informational piece was designed to be distributed as a stand alone mailer for the
first distribution and as an insert to a general recycling brochure in the future.

Also developed and distributed was a point of purchase display, bumper stickers,
an elementary school lesson plan packet, and a high school drivers education
lesson plan packet.

The point-of-purchase education display educated store managers on how their
customers can recycle their motor oil and how the managers can pass this
information on to them. The high school driver's education lesson plan introduced
future drivers to responsible maintenance of their vehicles. The elementary school
lesson plan was designed to foster an appreciation of their fragile environment.
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• To publicize the success of the program and to further promote it, a press event
and tour of a local oil re-refinery was held in December.

These activities resulted in a 15% increase in oil collected prior to receiving the
grant for a total of 20,000 gallons.

nDetermination

It is the opinion of the West Valley Cities that this demonstration project can serve
as an excellent model to other jurisdictions desiring to educate their residents
about motor oil recycling.

nFuture Intent

The West Valley Cities Solid Waste Program intends to continue educating West
Valley residents about used motor oil recycling after the completion of this project.

19. Fresno

Fresno did not complete their used oil curbside program due to staffing and
contract negotiation problems . They are committed to pursuing used oil collection
programs of this type and have applied for and received a Used Oil Recycling Block
Grant.

Recommendations

The Used Oil Collection Demonstration Grant Program has shown that curbside
collection of used motor oil can be made applicable to local agencies throughout
the state . This can be done in a safe manner, thus diverting thousands of gallons
of oil from being illegally disposed of in the environment to be reused and recycled
in a cost effective manner . The following are recommendations to be considered
for the successful implementation of curbside oil collection programs.

1 . Incorporate an aggressive public education campaign with a curbside collection
program for oil.

Several grant recipients instituted an aggressive campaign that incorporated multi-
lingual education of the residents . The resulting increase in the amount of oil
collected ranged from 0 .7 per cent to 500%.
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Results such as these illustrate the importance of an aggressive public education
campaign and how such a campaign can provide positive results in terms of
increasing the amount of oil being collected at the curbside.

2. Incorporate a curbside collection program for oil into an existing curbside
collection program or garbage collection route.

Many of the grant recipients retrofitted curbside collection vehicles or garbage
collection vehicles with equipment for the collection of oil . By using an existing
curbside collection system, many of the residents who have curbside collection
services have already been educated to segregate recyclable materials and placing
them in the different bins . Incorporating curbside oil collection as part of a garbage
route would not be difficult since the refuse vehicles already provide curbside
collection of garbage.

3. If oil collection is not incorporated as part of an existing curbside collection
program or garbage collection route, provide curbside collection of oil on an
appointment basis.

Some grant recipients inaugurated programs using an appointment system . This
approach provides a service that would set up an appointment for the oil to be
collected at the curb.

An appointment only system saves time and money since the provider could
schedule appointments to maximize the amount of oil being collected at any one
time instead of travelling through the route on a regularly scheduled basis and
when there is no oil to collect.

4. Collect oil filters as part of the curbside oil collection program.

Whenever someone changes their own oil, the oil filter is replaced . The question
remains of what the resident can do with the old oil filter.

While a collection system already exists to avoid the illegal disposal of used motor
oil, the same is not true for oil filters and the fear is that oil filters are being thrown
in the trash or otherwise disposed of illegally .

.

Oil filters can be recycled or smelted into other materials and a transportation
system is available to move the oil filters to businesses that recycle or smelt the
filters . The missing piece. is the collection of the oil filters from the source . By
collecting oil filters as part of a curbside oil collection program, a full-service
system would be in place where a person who changes their own oil can
conveniently and safely dispose of used motor oil and the oil filter .

•
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5. Curbside oil collection programs should register with the Board as a Registered
Curbside Collection Program.

The California Oil Recycling Enhancement Act of 1992 provides oil recycling
incentives to curbside collection programs . In order to be eligible to receive
recycling incentives, a curbside collection program must apply for registration with
the Board . Once registered, the curbside collection program can receive a $0 .16
per gallon incentive for oil collected and transported to a facility that recycles oil.
At this time 34 agencies have registered as operators with the Board under the '
California Used Oil Recycling Enhancement Act . Board staff will continue to
contact state agencies by letter and telephone to encourage them to participate in
this program.

The revenue that the curbside collection program receives can be used to defray
costs of operating the program, expand existing services, purchase necessary
equipment such as oil containers that residents can use for curbside collection, or
incorporate new services such as oil filter collection.

6. Continue to award grant funding to local government.

The 18 recipients that submitted final reports were able to either initiate or expand
used oil collection services . This illustrates the importance of the availability of
grants to agencies which might not otherwise be able to fund such new endeavors.

At present the Board had funding available through grant programs such as the
Used Oil Recycling Block grants . This type of program funds projects to collect
used oil at the curb along with other methods such as one day events.

7. Encourage rural areas to incorporate the appointment type of system for their
oil collection program.

It has been reported in the program outlines of rural areas, such as Ramona, that
the appointment system was an efficient way for used oil to be collected in these
types of areas . The lack of actual "curbs" and the distances between residences
makes it not cost effective to have collection vehicles stop at every location to
check for used oil . The appointment system has proven to work in this type of
situation .

24
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Type of Program Definitions:
New - Oil collection was added to existing curbside collection program
Education . Some type of educational material (pamphlet, brochure, medial was distributed to user
Expansion - Number of users increased from previous users

In 'Percent Increase of Oil Collected' column
N/A occurs in grant recipient statistics where oil was
not previously collected thus no comparison could be made

' Chino did not start it's curbside collection until Dec 1993
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List of Majrltractors

Grant Recipient : Me/or Contractor( s/ Used Services Provided

	

- Address

	

City

	

State

	

Zip

Chino Western Waste Industries Oil collection

	

,_

	

,,.__, 13793 Redwood Ave..

	

Chino

	

.

	

.CA
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Clovis BR Waste Systems Oil collection 825 East Vassar

	

Fresno
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~ CA _93704
CA
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,_
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9003030950 Terminal AnnezFro=ont,~„
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,___L

	

__
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Los Angeles
Oakland CA
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Glendale

	

~. ` Evergreen Env . Mutt . Used oil collection,reCYCliog_ 16604 S . San Pedro

	

_ Carson _

	

CA

	

90748--CA
Hollister Hollister Disposal Used oil collection 1601 Lana Way Hollister 95023
Long Beach

	

- Evergreen Oil Re-refining 6880 Smith Ave.~ Newark . __

	

CA
CA

94560
90248Long Beach

	

- Recycle America Used oil collection 17819 S . Figueroa St . Gardena
Merin _ounty._ Berlin Packaging Containers

J
A _, 1957 Davis SL____

	

San Lea do

	

__ _ _C_A_ 94577
34643
94901

M .TAL Distributors Inc . Oil filter crusher supplierMerin County 9103 130th Ave . N ., Suite 516

	

Largo
St.

	

San Rafael53—5 Jacoby
FL
CAM_min County_

Marin County
MarinRecyclin9
Mill Valley Refuse
California Waste Solution 's

Oil reoycle r'_~_~~._,~._
Used oil collection-~

	

..~olcollection
P.O_ Box 3557

	

San Rafael CA 94912
94807,____ 1._820

.
10th St .,~, _

	 ti._.
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—

	

CA_ akland__
Oakland Karl's Recycling/Pacific Rim

Used

	

~,
Oil Recycler/collection

.
3690 Sprig Dr . Benicia CA 94510

Oakland

	

_
CA
CA

94—603
92546

Oakland_ Waste Management Inc . Oil collection . 172 98th Ave
Riverside County Waste Management of Inland Valley Oil hauler P.O . Box 4350 Hemet
Riverside County Waste Management of the Desert - - Oil haulers P.O . Box 3876 Palm Desert CA 92261
Sacramento County McNalley Temple Associates Inc . Educational material/campaign consultant 1817 Capitol Ave . Sacramento CA 95814
Sian Diego Cnty/Ramona Ramona Disposal -

	

-- Oil collection _

	

110 14th St .

	

- Ramona CA 92065
San Jose Finger Art & Design Educational poster 31 Blade Way Walnut Creek CA 94595
Sian Ramon Evergreen Environmental Services Used . oiitiauler/r_ecycler__ 6880 Smith Ave_ Newark CA 94560
San Ramon Valley Waste Management Oil collection 1990 N . California Blvd. Walnut Creek CA 94596
Santa Barbara

	

-

	

'

	

- Evergreen Environmental Services Oil collection
Oil filter brochure
Od filter

6880 Smith Ave.
- 2664 Industrial Parkway

P.O .-Box 326

Newark __.
Santa Maria

CA
CA

94560
93455
91739

Santa Barbara
Saone

Nix Printing
Rancho Cucamonga- -

	

CABarbara_
Santa Cruz

Tamco
City of Santa Cruz Garage

recycling
Oil filter densifier fabrication 1125 River St . Santa Cruz

	

CA 95060
Santa Cruz , Sate Designs Educational magnet _

	

_' 541 Taylor Way, Suite 2_ ,
7730 Morro Rd ., Suite 104

Belmont_ _
Atascadero

CA._CA__ 94002
Educational materialSanta Maria Hart Impressions CA

	

93422
Santa Mane _ RALCCO Recycling_ Oil collection/recyclng_ _ P .O . Box 1140

69 South Linden Ave .
_Nipomo_

	

_
S . San Francisco

_

CA

	

93444
CA

	

94080South San Francisco S . San Francisco Scavanger Co . Oil Collection
West Volley Cities Marian Brady Design __Educational material__ 803 Pine St.

	

___

	

_—i _ Eureka

	

_ _
Eureka

CA

	

9550
—

1
CA

	

95502West Valley Cities Regional Visitor Publications Educational material P .O . Box 1374
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Agency Contact Information

Agency Contact Person Address City Zip Phone

Chino Marcia Goodwin 13220 Central Ave. Chino 91710 909-627-7577

Clovis Ron Peterson 1033 Fifth St . Clovis 93612 209-297-2376
Fremont DavidHuerta P.O . Box 5006 Fremont 94537 510-745-2752
Fresno Pat Tierce 1325 E. El Dorado Fresno 93706 209-498-1452
Glendale Vasken Demirjian 780 Flower St Glendale 91201 818-548-4030
Hollister Dan Holsapple 375 Fifth St . Hollister 95023 408-636-4327
Long Beach Mike Mecham 333 West Ocean Blvd . Long Beach 90802 310-590-6001
Marin County Gina Purin 3501 Civic Center Dr . San Rafael 94903 415-499-6647

Oakland
Riverside County

Paul Brown
Michael Schier

1333 Broadway St
1995 Market St .

Oakland
Riverside

94612 ,
92501

510-238-6688
714-275-8708

San Diego Cnty/Ramona Frank Espinoza 5555. Overland Ave . San Diego 92123 619.974-2651
San Jose Erica Small 777 N. First St . San Jose 95112 408-277-5533

San Ramon April Gray w P.O . Box 5148 San Ramon 94583 510-275-2261
Santa Barbara County Jennifer LeMay 123 East Anapamu St . Santa Barbara 93101 805-568-3143
Santa Cruz Robert Nelson . 809 Center St y Santa Cruz 95060 408-429-3164
Santa Maria Nancy Wood 110 E. Cook St . Santa Maria 93454 805-925-0951

South San Francisco Mary Rudokas„

	

--, " 400 Grand Ave . x i South San Francisco 94080 415-877-8646
Sacramento County Dan Regan 9700 Goethe Rd . Sacramento 95827 916-366-4287
West Valley Cities Vera 0ahle=Lecaze "" . 18041 Saratoga Los Gatos Rtl . , Monte Sereno .95030_ ,408; 354-5017;
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 23, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # Q

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Approval of Recycling Market
Development Zone Loan for Coast Recycling North, Inc.

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Market Development Committee approved this item at the
August 12, 1993 meeting for recommendation to the full Board as a
consent item. The loan was not presented to the Board at its
August meeting because the company was unable to secure an
acceptable lease at that time.

BACKGROUND:

Coast Recycling North, Inc . applied for a Recycling Market
Development Zone Loan in June, 1993 . The company currently
collects, cleans and color sorts California redemption glass and
sells the color sorted glass directly to glass manufacturers . The

0

	

loan proceeds will be used for the purchase of beneficiating
equipment and working capital which will allow the company to
expand its operations to crush glass so that it is furnace ready.
After the installation of the beneficiating equipment Coast
Recycling North will also begin to target fiberglass
manufacturers . Since the time of application, the company has
acquired an lease with terms and conditions acceptable to the
Board and the project is being recommended for approval by the
Board.

ANALYSIS:

The loan application was reviewed by staff and forwarded to the
Loan Committee for consideration at its July, 1993 meeting.
Based on its independent review the Loan Committee recommended
approval of the loan.

STAFF COMMENTS:

Staff recommends approval of the award of the loan to Coast
Recycling North, Inc.

ATTACHEMTS:

1 .

	

Resolution
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Prepared by

	

:Nadine Ford rV	 Phone 255-2295

Reviewed by

	

:Edward Boisson Ic7 	-	 Phone 255-2481

Reviewed by

	

:Carole Brow -} of	 Phone 255-2575

Reviewed by

	

:Daniel GorfainDu1'4> 	 Phone 255-2319
Legal Review	 	 &/~/yC~ 	 Date/Time~
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

RESOLUTION 94-44
APPROVAL OF LOAN FROM
THE RECYCLING MARKET

DEVELOPMENT ZONE REVOLVING LOAN FUND
FOR COAST RECYCLING NORTH, INC.

WHEREAS, the Board is authorized to make loans to recycling businesses using
postconsumer or secondary waste materials located in designated Recycling Market Development
Zones from its Recycling Market Development Revolving Loan Account;

WHEREAS, Board staff solicited applications for loans March 12, 1993 through
June 11, 1993 ;

WHEREAS, Board staff has determined that this applicant is eligible for
•

	

consideration of loan funding and has recommended to the Loan Committee the approval and
authorization of this loan;

WHEREAS, the Loan Committee has considered the credit-worthiness of the
applicant and has recommended to the Market Development Committee the approval and
authorization of the loan;

WHEREAS, the Market Development Committee has considered the extent to
which the eligible applicant meets the goals of the Recycling Market Development Zone Loan
Program and has recommended to the Board the approval and authorization of the loan;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that in accordance with the
recommendations of the Board staff, the Loan Committee and the Market Development
Committee, the Board hereby approves the funding of the following loan in the following
original principal amount as set forth next to the borrower's name, subject however, to the terms
and conditions contained in the loan agreement to be prepared by Board staff for the loan in
accordance with applicable regulations, and on such terms and conditions as the Board or its
duly authorized staff representative in its or their sole discretion deems necessary or advisable :

4(,



BORROWER

	

AMOUNT •

1 .

	

Coast Recycling North, Inc .

	

$150,000

RESOLVED FURTHER, that the Board, the Executive D irector, its authorized
representative, or the Executive Director's designee, be and each hereby is, authorized to do and perform
any and all such acts, including execution of the loan agreements to be prepared by Board staff and all other
documents or certificates as the Board or its authorized representative in its or their sole discretion deem
necessary or advisable to carry out the purposes of the foregoing resolution.

RESOLVED FURTHER, that any actions taken by the Board or the Executive Director,
its authorized representative, or the Executive Director's designee prior to the date of the adoption of the
foregoing resolutions that are within the authority conferred by those resolutions, are hereby ratified,
confirmed and approved as the acts and deeds of the Board.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated Waste Management Board . does hereby
certify that the foregoing is full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a
meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management Board on February 23-24, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E. Chandler
Executive Director

•

-2-
47



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM n,

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Amador
County Sanitary Landfill, Amador County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

At the January 19 Committee meeting the Committee voted
2-0 for concurrence with Member Relis abstaining.
Subsequent to that meeting the operator was directed by
the Department of Toxic Substance Control to remove
illegally stored household hazardous waste . The permit
was withdrawn by the LEA and resubmitted for
consideration after the household hazardous waste had
been characterized and removed . This item was placed
directly on the Board agenda this month since the
permit is the same as was considered by the Committee
in January.

• BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

Facility Type:

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Operational.
Status:

Tonnage:

Volumetric
Capacity:

• Owner :

Amador County Sanitary Landfill
Facility No . 03-AA-0001

Class II Landfill

Three miles south of the City of Zone, one
mile south of highway 88 at 6500 Buena Vista
Road

113 acres

Rural

Currently operating

Currently permitted to accept a maximum of 45
ton per day

2,230,000 cubic yards

County of Amador

Ll8



Amador County Sanitary Landfill
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Operator :

	

County of Amador Waste Management Department
Noel A . Bonderson, Director

Contract
Operator :

	

Amador Disposal Company
Robert Grunigen, Owner

LEA :

	

Amador County Health Department
Margaret Blood, R .E .H .S.

Proposed Project'

Amador County has requested a revision to the Solid Waste
Facilities Permit for the Amador County Sanitary Landfill to
reflect changes in operations at the facility . The changes
include ; 1) the development of Phase III, which will be a lined
class II disposal area, 2) the construction of a class II surface
impoundment, 3) acceptance of designated waste, 4) an increase in
tonnage from 45 tons per day to 810 tons per day, 5) a change in
the days and hours of operation from 9 :00 a .m . to 5 :00 p .m :,
Friday through Tuesday, to 9 :00 a .m . to 5 :00 p .m . seven days per
week for the public, and 5 :00 a .m . to 10 :00 p .m . seven days per
week for franchise haulers, 6) the addition of a Household
Hazardous Waste (BOP) program.

SUMMARY:

Site History

This facility has been operating since 1973 and is currently
operating under a permit issued in 1979 . There are currently two
waste management units (phases) at the site . Phase I was the
first fill area utilized and it reached capacity in 1989 . It was
constructed without a liner and accepted class III waste and
special wastes including ; dead chickens, fly ash containing
metals in excess of levels allowed in household waste, and sewage
sludge . Phase II is a class II unit built with a clay liner and
a gravel leachate removal and collection system (LCSR) . Phase II
has approximately 37% of its capacity remaining . A number of
designated wastes have been accepted in Phase II including ; resin
coated sand, lime slurry, fiberglass cured resin, and wood ash.

A Solid Waste Assessment Test (SWAT) Report dated March 1987,
identified a leachate plume migrating off site from Phase I . The
plume contained several volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in
excess of the Department of Health Services Action Levels for
these constituents . A leachate remediation trench was completed
in November of 1992 . A trench 34 feet deep and 360 feet long was
excavated to relatively impervious bedrock and backfilled with
drainrock . The trench was graded so that the leachate drains
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into a concrete lined sump . Any leachate collected is then
pumped into an above ground storage tank . The leachate is then
transferred to the class II surface impoundment.

Compliance History

A Stipulated Order of Compliance and Agreement (SOCA) was issued
on August 4, 1992 for this site . The SOCA was issued for not
operating under the terms and conditions of the SWFP, and
violations of State Minimum Standards . An inspection by Board
staff on October 13, 1993, indicated that there were no
violations of State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling
and Disposal . Issuance of a revised SWFP will correct the
violations for not operating under the terms and conditions of
the SWFP.

On November 19, 1993, the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board (CRWQCB), Central Valley Region, issued a letter
stating there were violations of Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order Number 92-102 and Cease and Desist Order Number 92-
104 . The violations were for not maintaining the proper amount
of freeboard in the Class II surface impoundment . The WDR
requires that the operator maintain 2 feet of freeboard at all
times, and that there shall be at least 5 feet of freeboard prior
to the onset of the wet season (November 1) . On November 18,
1993, CRWQCB staff found the surface impoundment had only 25
inches of freeboard . Consequently, the operator received a
Memorandum of Understanding with the City of Sutter Creek
allowing them to transfer a maximum of 3000 gallons per day of
liquid waste from the Class II surface impoundment to the Sutter
Creek Treatment Plant . In addition, a Memorandum of
Understanding has been developed with Sacramento County to accept
septage from Amador County . On December 31, 1993, the CRWQCB
issued a letter stating the violations had been corrected and
approving the management plan for the impoundment.

On January 21, 1994, the Department of Toxic Substance Control
wrote a letter to the Chairman of the Amador County Board of
Supervisors, notifying him to direct the owners and operators of
the household hazardous waste collection activities to cease
accepting household hazardous waste (HHW) and to have the
illegally stored HHW characterized and transported to a permitted
Hazardous Waste Disposal Facility . On January 25, the LEA
requested that the permit be withdrawn from consideration by the
Board . On February 9 and 10, all of the HHW at the landfill was
characterized and removed by a Registered Hazardous Waste Hauler.
The permit was then resubmitted by the LEA on February 11.

S
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Project Description

The Amador County Sanitary Landfill is located three miles south
of the City of Ione and one mile south of Highway 88 on Buena
Vista Road . The facility covers 113 acres of which 74 acres are
used for disposal . The site is zoned "D" (Landfill) and the
surrounding land is zoned "X" (Special Use) . The facility
accepts waste from all of Amador County . A waste generation
study suggested that waste disposed at the site can be classified
as 57% residential, 21% commercial, and 22% industrial . Certain
designated wastes are currently being accepted at the site which
include resin coated sand, lime slurry, fiberglass cured resin,
sewage sludge, and wood ash . In the future, the following
designated waste may be accepted ; non-hazardous petroleum
contaminated soils, soils contaminated with metals, agricultural
soils contaminated with low levels of pesticides (non-hazardous),
and biomedical incinerator ash . In addition, certain wastes that
require special handling are accepted, including dead animals,
non-friable asbestos, and construction debris . The site also
accepts a limited amount of septage in the Class II surface
impoundment . The site will be permitted to accept a maximum of
810 tons of waste a day which includes, 225 tons of general
waste, 20 tons of sludge, 7 tons of recyclables, 5 tons of other
non-hazardous waste, 420 tons of designated waste, and 133 tons
of septage . The facility is open to the public 7 days per week,
from 9 a .m. to 5 p .m ., and for franchise haulers from 5 a .m . to
10 p .m ., 7 days per week.

There are four waste management units or Phases at this site.
Phase I is an unlined Class III area that stopped accepting waste
in 1989 . Phase II is a clay lined Class II cell that is the only
area currently being used for waste disposal . Phase III will be
the new Class II expansion area . It will be adjacent to, and an
extension of, Phase II, and will be lined to comply with the
current regulations for landfill design . Phase IV is a future
expansion area that will require revision of the SWFP before it
can be utilized.

Vehicles enter the site from Buena Vista Road and go directly to
the gatehouse where the tipping fees are paid . After payment of
fees, the traffic is directed to the working face for disposal of
waste . Waste is placed to maintain a working face with a 3 :1
slope . Flatter slopes may be required, depending on the
conditions . The working face is maintained at the smallest size
possible to minimize spreading, compaction, and cover operations.
Waste is placed at the top or bottom of the working face and
spread in layers approximately 2 feet thick . A minimum of 6
inches of mineral soil will be placed over exposed waste at the
end of each operating day . •
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Environmental Controls

Phase I is an unlined cell which has released leachate from the
western toe of the cell . The upper aquifer is contaminated as a
result of the leachate release . In addition, a perched zone of
leachate exists, partially as a result of precipitation
infiltration through Phase I . As stated above, an extraction
trench was completed in November 1992, to mitigate the
contamination . The trench was graded so that the leachate drains
into a concrete lined sump . Any leachate collected is then
pumped into an above ground storage tank . The leachate is then
transferred to the class II surface impoundment.

The Leachate Collection and Removal System (LCRS) for Phase II
consists of a 12 inch blanket of gravel over a two foot thick
compacted clay liner . Phase III is being built with 2 feet of
compacted clay covered with a 60 mil High Density Polyethylene
(HDPE) liner . On top of the HDPE will be one foot of drain
gravel covered with filter fabric . The LCRS in both Phase II and
III consists of 4 inch perforated pipe laterals, in gravel, that
connect to 6 inch outfall lines . The outfall lines run into a
sump where the leachate is collected and transferred to the Class
II surface impoundment . The Waste Discharge Requirements
prohibit the spraying or injection of leachate.

A methane gas control system has not been installed at this site.
As part of the closure of Phase I, an active gas extraction and
flare system will be installed for Phase I and all other Phases ..

Dust is controlled using a water truck which obtains water from
either the drainage collection pond, or the water supply well.
The Air Pollution Control District requires that water be applied
to all haul roads, excavation areas, the working face, and other
areas to control dust.

Daily cover will adequately control the propagation, harborage,
and attraction of flies, rodents, and birds . If necessary,
insecticides, and/or poisons . will be used to control vectors.

Blowing litter is controlled by berms, as well as by wire fencing
around the property . Litter is not allowed to migrate off site,
and is removed daily as part of landfill maintenance procedures.
No loads are allowed to enter the site untarped or uncovered.

Odor and noise are not a problem at the site due to a lack of
nearby receptors . This facility does not generate noise above
the recommended OSHA workplace levels . Odor is controlled by

• covering waste daily .

St



Amador County Sanitary Landfill

	

Agenda Item PD
February 24, 1994

	

Page 6

A load checking program has been instituted at the site . At
least one load per week is inspected for hazardous waste . If
hazardous waste is identified in a load the waste is placed in
the Household Hazardous Waste storage area and the hauler and/or
the generator is notified:

The Jackson Valley Fire Protection District has primary
responsibility for structural and residential fires, while the
California Department of Forestry (CDF) has primary
responsibility for watershed, vegetational, and wildland fires.
The CDF inspected the facility on July 1, 1993, and found it to
be in compliance with applicable fire protection requirements.

Resource Recovery

There is a Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) collection program in
place at this facility . Lead acid batteries, latex paint, oil,
and antifreeze are collected . Latex paint is collected and
bulked in 55 gallon drums . Used oil is placed by the public into
a 100 gallon storage tank . Batteries are stored in a metal bin
and antifreeze is placed in 55 gallon drums.

There are bins on site where the public can recycle aluminum,
glass, newspaper, plastic . In addition there is an area for
white goods, auto bodies, and construction materials (doors and
windows) . The public is prohibited from salvaging, however, the
operator is allowed to salvage from the working face when the
site is closed to the public . Materials salvaged include;
aluminum cans, scrap aluminum, glass bottles, CRV bottles, tin
and steel, demolition wood, CRV plastic, used oil, batteries,
tires, white goods, and newspaper.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
'Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the
Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance
of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Because this permit was
received on February 11, 1994, the last day the Board may act on
it is April 12, 1994.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and
have found that the permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making this determination the
following items were considered :

•

S3



• Amador County Sanitary Landfill

	

Agenda Item ro
February 24, 1994

	

Page 7

1. Conformance with County Plan

The LEA has determined that the facility is found in the
Amador County Solid Waste Management Plan revised in March
1985 . Board staff agree with said determination.

2. Consistency with General Plan

Gary Clark, Amador County Land Use Director, and the LEA
have found that the proposed facility is consistent with,
and is designated in, the Amador County General Plan . Board
staff agrees with said finding.

3. Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Governmental and Regulatory Affairs
Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC 44009, to
determine if the record contains substantial evidence that
the proposed project would impair or impede the achievement
of waste diversion goals . Based on available information,
staff have determined that the issuance of the proposed
permit would neither impede nor significantly impair Amador
County from meeting its waste diversion goals . The analysis
used in making this determination is included as Attachment
4.

4

	

California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation and certification of an
environmental document whenever a project requires
discretionary approval by a public agency . The Amador
County Department of Waste Management prepared an EIR (SCH#
92092048) for the proposed project . The document was
certified as approved by the Amador County Board of
Supervisors on January 26, 1993, and a Notice of
Determination was filed on March 1, 1993.

After reviewing the environmental documentation for the
project, Board staff have determined that CEQA has been
complied with, . and that the EIR is adequate and appropriate
for the Board's use in evaluating the proposed permit.

5 .

	

Compliance with State Minimum Standards

Board staff and the LEA determined, based on their review of
the submitted Report of Disposal Site Information and
supporting documentation, and during an inspection on

•

	

October 13, 1993, that the facility's design and operation
is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid
Waste Handling and Disposal .

SS/
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6.

	

Financial Assurance

Amador County has established an acceptable financial
mechanism, in the form of and Enterprise Fund and Pledge of
Revenue to cover the estimated closure and postclosure
maintenance costs of this facility . This mechanism meets
the financial assurance requirements of Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulation . In addition, based on the
data provided by Amador County Department of Public Works,
the fund balance is adequate.

Amador County also submitted a Certificate of Insurance
which provides coverage for operating liability . The
requirement for operating liability insurance has been
satisfied for this facility.

7.

	

Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plans

The Preliminary with Partial Final Closure and Postclosure
Maintenance Plans were approved by the Board on October 21,
1993.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit is proposed, the
Board must either concur or object to the proposed permit as
submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 94-03
concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
03-AA-0001.

ATTACHMENTS:

1 .

	

Location Map
2 .

	

Site Map
3 .

	

Permit
4 .

	

AB2296
5 .

	

Permit

No .

	

03-AA-0001
Finding of Conformance
Decision No .

	

94-03

Prepared by : Russ J ./Kanz

	

/

	

Codv Begley Phone : 255-2327

Reviewed by : Don Dier VJ'5 .k" Phone : 255-2453

Approved by : Douglas Y . Okumura

	

2 1y- .7/ Phone : 255-2431
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ttachment 3
	

1 . Facility/Permit Number:

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

	

03-AA-0001
2 . Herres and Street Address of Facility:

Amador Co . Sanitary Landfill
6500 Buena Vista Road
Ione, CA 95640

3 . Name and Mailing Address
of Operator
County of Amador
Waste Management Dept.
108 Court Street
Jackson, CA 95642

4. Name and Mailing Address of Owner:

County of Amador
108 Court Street
Jackson, CA 95642

5 . Specifications:

a . Permitted Operations :

	

Composting Facility

	

0Processing Facility
(mixed wastes)
Composting Facility

	

ETransfsr Station
(yard waste)
Landfill Disposal Site

	

. .

	

. .

	

Transformation Facility

Material Recovery

	

®Other:	 Class II Impoundment
Facility

b. Permitted Hours of Operation.
Public : 9 am to 5 pm, 7 days/week excluding major holidays
Franchise Haulers : 5 am .to 10 pm, 7 days/week.

e. Permitted Tons per Operating Day.

	

Total:	 810	 Toro/ Day

Non-Hazardous- General

	

225	 Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Sludge

	

- .	 	 70	 Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Separated or corningled recyclable.	 	 7	 Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Other (See Section 14 of Permit)	 	 5	 Tons/Day
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit)

	

420	 Tons/Day
Hazardous (See Section 14 of Permit)

	

133	 Tons/Day

d . Permitted Traffic Volume :

	

Total :	 200	 Vehicles/Day

Incoming waste materials
Outgoing waste materials (for disposal)
Outgoing materials from material recovery operations

	

• 195	 Vehicles/Day
	 0	 Vehicles/Day

	

5

	

Vehicles/Day

e . Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameter . are shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMB validations):

Permitted Area fin acres)
Design Capacity
Max . Elevation (Ft. MSU
Max. Depth (Ft . BGS)
Estimated Closure Date

Disposal

	

Transfer

	

MRF

	

Composting Transformation
74 a

	

a	 a	 a a

This permit is granted solely to the operator named above, and is not transferable . Upon a change of operator, this permit is no
longer valid . Further, upon a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation
or suspension . The attached permit findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit and supercede the conditions of any
previously issued solid waste facility permits .

7 . Local Enforcement Agency Name and Address:

Amador County Health Department
108 Court Street
Jackson, CA 95642

James B . McClenahan, M .D .

Name/r" Amador County Health Officer

9 . CIWMB Concurrence Date:

11 . Permit Issued Date:

COPY TO

	

58

6 . Approval:

Approving Officer Signature

10 . Parma Review Due Date:

	

8 . Received by CIWMB :

	

„,~
4

,~{JIF

	

~, :714

	

P ""„r””

	

~~

	 ...n/ nnTF 'Zrfl
1 0
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Faclrry/Pem, t Number:

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 03-AA-001

12. Legal Description of Fatuity (attach map with RP!):

see attachment

13 . Findings :
a . This permit is consistent with the Couno/Solid West . Management Plan or the County-wide integrated Solid
Waste Management Plan (CIWMP) . Public Resources Coda . Section 50001.

b . This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board
(CIWMB) . Public Resources Coda, Section 44010 .

	

_

c . The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste
Handling and Disposal at determined by the LEA.

d . The following local fire protection district has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire
standards as required in Public Resources Code, Section 44151 .

	

California Department of Forestry

e .

	

An environmental determination (i .e ., Notice of Determination) is filed with the State Clearinghouse for all facilities
which are not exempt from CEQA and documents pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6.
f . A County-wide Integrated Waste Management Plan-WS/has not been approved by the California Integrated
Waste Management Board.

g .

	

The following authorized agent has made a determination that the facili ty is consistent with, and designated in,
the applicable general plan : Cary Clark. 1rA Use Director . Public Resources Coda, Section 50000 .5ia1

h . The following local governing body has made a wrirten finding that surroundin g land use is compatible with the
facility operation, as required in Public Resources Code . Section 50000 .5(b) .- - -.LJr Cp . 71sT ? Del'

14 . Prohibitions:
The pemure• is prohibited from accepting any liquid waste sludge . non-hazardous waste requiring special
handling, designated wasta, or hazardous waste unless such waste is specifically listed below, and
unless the acceptance of such waste is authorized by all applicable permits.
Resin coated waste sand from Acme Resin Co . ;

	

lime s :_rry coated gravel:
nrl-or+

	

F ;'orol,cc

	

roc4n :

	

wont.;	ash:

	

sewage

	

slud g e_ :	se=_ate:

	

dead

	

animals :
ccnatruction/dettoliticn debris :

	

non-friable asbestos

	

containing waste:
biomedical

	

incinerator ash :

	

soil contaminated with n._ ..-hazardous

	

levels
o f p etr o l eum . metals,

	

p esticides and/or herbicides.
The perninee is additionally prohibited from the following items:
friable asbestos : hazardous wastes : liauid industrial waste ; ooen bernin g ;
hot ashes

15. The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility (Insert document date in spaces):
Date :

	

Data:
X

	

Report of Facility Information

	

2/93

	

X

	

Contract Agreements - operator and

	

8/92
contract

	

t
a Land Use Permits and Conditional

	

X

	

Waste Discharge Requirements

	

5/29/92
Use Permits

X

	

Air Pollution Permits and Variances

	

10177 /97

	

CLocal & County Ordinances

x

	

EIR or Nesative Dadaration

	

1 /76 /9'

	

fl Final Closure & Post Closure Meint .

	

S / 1 91 a3
SCd a9-092048

	

Plan
fl Lease Agreements - owner and operator

	

1 /1/72 ,

	

Amendment to RFI

x

	

Preliminary Closure/Post Closure Plan

	

4 / 19 / 93

	

Other(list):

X

	

Closure Financial Responsibility Document

	

3/30/93
..neiasn :

59



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

F .cilitV/P .nnn Numbs:

03-AA-0001

S 17 . LEA Conditions:

1) This facility shall comply with all federal, state and local re q uirements and en-
actments, including all mitigation measures given in any certified environmental dc__-
men : filed pursuant co Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6.

2) This facility shall comply with State minimum standards for solid waste handling
and disposal as stipulated in California Code of regulations . Title 14, Chapter 3.

3) The operator shall maintain a copy of this permit at the facility, to be avail-
able a : all times co facility personnel and enforcement agency personnel.

4) Any change in operation or design that would cause the facility not to con form
with the terms or conditions of the permit would be considered a significant change and
req uire a permit review.

5) A change in operator of this facility shall require a new permit.
6) Ihis permit is subject to review by the LEA and may be modified, sus pended, cr

revoked for sufficient cause after a hearing.
7) All waste received at this facility shall be covered with six inches of compacted

cover materials at the end of every working day . A compacted layer of at least 12
inches of additional cover shall be placed on the surface of the fill where no add'i-
ional waste will be deposited within 180 days . When alternative daily cover is applied
performance standards shall be in effect.

8) To comply with Title 1-, Section 17497 (Personnel Health and Safety), the opera-
tor shall en sure that all p ersonnel assigned to waste handling/processing duties have
and utilize (when and where appro p riate) the following equipment : dos : =asks, hearing
protection devices, safety glasses or goggles,sa_ety vests, heavy work gloves, heavy
work boots (steel shanks and toes recor_ e n ded), and hard hats . Where applicable, this !
equipment

	

'5=a11 :nett all - State and :ederd 7- safety standards . A copy of the site ' s
Health & Safet y Plan shall be maintained on-site.

9) Sewage treatment sludze shall not be ?andfilled if moisture content exceeds __n 1

during wet months (Oct .-Mar .).
10) Resin coated waste sand from Acme Resin Co ., lime slurry coated _rave l , cored

fiberglass resin, wood ash, dead animals, and non-friable asbestos containin g waste
shall be handled as decribed in the RDSI on page 34-35.

Biomedical incinerator ash and soil contaminated with non-hazardous levels of
petroleum, metals, p esticides and/or herbicides mav be accepted at the landfill for
disposal in lined phases of the site when the Contaminated Soil Acceptance Protocol has
been completed and a risk assessment has projected a risk of less than one in a million
additional cancers . Handling procedures shall be in accordance with the RDSI, page 35.
Any treatment, disposal or storage of identified designated wastes other than procedures
described in the RDSI will require the app roval of the LEA and amendment to the RDSI ..

11) Maintain a minimum of 2 feet of freeboard at all times in the Class II impoundoant .

12) Closure activities at the Phase I portion of the landfill shall commence as soon
as the Closure/Post-Closure Plan is approved by CI'w?IB.

I
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Pemut Number:

03-AA-001
I 6 . Salt-MOntonng:

a . Results of ell self- monitoring programs as described in the Report of Facility Information, will be reported as follows:

Program Reporting Frequency Agency Reported To:
Groundwater Monitoring Quarterly WQCB & LEA
as required in WDR-92-102
Water Quality Monitoring Plan

Loadchecking Quarterly LEA
0 and type of items in waste
Page 63,

	

RDSI

Log of Daily Events Daily LEA- accidents, inspections, fires;
volumes of leachate, unusual
circumstances
Page 66 RDSI

Disposal/Recycling Records
- total daily wastes received

(tons)
- recyclables shipped

Page 65 RDSI

Class II Impoundment
- free board (in inches)
- condition of pump tank
measured weekly
WDR 92-102 Monitoring Program

s

LEAQuarterly

Monthly WQCB & LEA

LEAQuarterly

•

Subsurface Records
- depth of cuts and fills

ewfaa .a.
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Attachment 4

• State of California

		

California Environmental
Protection Agency

Memorandum

To :

	

Cody Begley, Senior WMS

	

Date : June 16,1993
Permits Branch
Permitting and Enforcement Division

From : Catherine Donahue
Office of Local Assistance
California Integrated Waste Management Board

Subject : REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED PERMIT FOR THE AMADOR COUNTY
SANITARY LANDFILL, FACILITY NO . 003-AA-001, TO DETERMINE
CONFORMANCE WITH AB 2296

The Amador County Sanitary Landfill requires a permit revision
for expansion to a maximum of 1270 tons per day, including 625
tons of septage . It is the only permitted solid waste disposal
facility in the county.

Based upon review of documents submitted to the Office of Local
Assistance, the proposed permit revision conforms with the
provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1. The permit is consistent with the state's waste diversion
requirements (PRC Section 44009).

2. The facility is in conformance with the CoSWMP
(PRC Section 50000).

3. The facility is consistent with the County's General Plan
(PRC Section 50000 .5)

PRC Section 44009 :	 Waste Diversion Requirements

The County's final Source Reduction and Recycling Element
describes the programs which the county will use to meet the
diversion requirements of AB 939 . The County expects to achieve
a 1995 diversion rate of 25% mostly through recycling, some
composting and a minor amount of source reduction .

	

-

A recycling drop-off area is located at the landfill . There are
bins for glass, aluminum, white goods, and construction debris
and other materials.

• Board staff have reviewed the proposed permit, the CoSWMP and the
final SRRE . Based upon this review and in consultation with
County staff, Board staff finds that issuance of the revised

•

1



Amador County
Buena Vista Landfill
Conformance with AB 2296 Page two

•

permit for the Amador County Sanitary Landfill will neither
prevent nor impair achievement of the 25% and 50% waste diversion
requirements.

PRCSection 50000 :	 Consistency withCoSWMP

The Buena Vista landfill is identified and described in the
County's Solid Waste Management Plan (CoSWMP), prepared by the
Amador County Public Works Department and revised in March of
1985 . It therefore meets the requirements of PRC Section 50000.

PRC Section 50000 .5 :	 Consistency withGeneral Plan

The draft Solid Waste Facilities Permit (03-AA-001) states that
the County's Land Use Director has determined that the Buena
Vista landfill is consistent with, and is designated in, the
Amador County General Plan . In addition, according to the draft
permit, the Amador County Planning Department has made a written
finding that the surrounding land uses are compatible with the
landfill . The landfill, therefore, meets the requirements of PRC
Section 50000 .5 .

G3
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Attachment 5

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 94-03

February 24, 1994

WHEREAS, the Amador County Environmental Health Department,
acting as the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), submitted a draft
Solid Waste Facilities Permit (permit) and Report of Disposal
Site Information (RDSI) to the Board on April 7, 1993, for the
Amador County Sanitary Landfill ; and Board staff provided
'comments on the draft permit and RDSI on July 7, 1993;

WHEREAS, on July 7, 1993, the LEA submitted to the Board for
its review and concurrence in, or objection to, a proposed permit
revision for the Amador County Sanitary Landfill ; and Board staff
provided comments on the proposed permit and RDSI on July 27,
1993 ; and

WHEREAS, on July 27, 1993, the LEA requested the permit be
removed from the Board agenda for the month of August ; and the
LEA submitted a revised RDSI on August 30, and again on September
23, 1993 ; and

WHEREAS, on October 7, 1993, Board staff provided comments
on the amended RDSI ; and on October 27, 1993 the LEA withdrew the
permit for consideration by the Board until December, 1993 ; and
on November 17 and 22, 1993 the LEA submitted amendments to the
RDSI and revisions to the permit ; and

WHEREAS, on November 19, 1993, the California Regional Water
Quality Control Board (CRWQCB) issued a letter notifying the
operator of violations of Waste Discharge Requirements No . 92-102
and Cease and Desist Order No . 92-104, at which time the Board
enacted section 44009 of the Public Resources Code ; and on
December 31, 1993, the CRWQCB issued a letter indicating the
violations were corrected ; and

WHEREAS, on this item was heard by the Permitting and
Enforcement Committee on January 19, 1994 ; and

WHEREAS, on January 21, 1994, the Department of Toxic
Substance Control wrote a letter to the Chairman of the Amador
County Board of Supervisors, notifying him to direct the owners
and operators of the household hazardous waste collection
activities to cease the acceptance of household hazardous waste
and to have the waste properly characterized and disposed, and on
January 25, the LEA requested that the permit be withdrawn from
consideration by the Board ; and

G'/



WHEREAS, on February 9 and 10, all of the household
hazardous waste at the landfill was characterized and removed by
a Registered Hazardous Waste Hauler, and on February 11 the
permit was resubmitted by the LEA ; and

WHEREAS, the Amador County Department of Waste Management,
the lead agency for CEQA review, prepared an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) for the proposed project and Board staff reviewed
the EIR and provided comments to Amador County Department of
Waste Management on November 13, 1992 ; and the proposed project
will not have a significant effect on the environment ; and
mitigation measures were made a condition of the, approval of the
proposed project ; and the Amador County Department of Waste
Management did not adopt a Statement of Overriding
Considerations : and the Amador County Department of Waste
Management filed a Notice of Determination with the County Clerk
on March 1, 1993 ; and

WHEREAS, during an inspection on October 13, 1993, Board
staff made the determination that the facility was in compliance
with State Minimum Standards for Waste Handling and Disposal ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the project description in the CEQA document is
consistent with the proposed permit ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, and consistency with the General
Plan .

NOW, THEREFORE, HE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 03-AA-0001.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on January 26-27, 1994.

Dated :.

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•

•

65



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM 00

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a New
Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Cal Sierra
Materials Recovery Facility and Transfer Station,
Tuolumne County

Cal Sierra Transfer Station
Facility No . 55-AA-0010

Materials Recovery Facility (MRF) and Large
Volume Transfer Station (TS)

19309 Industrial Drive, approximately 2 miles
east of the City of Sonora

3 .5 acre parcel

Designated as Heavy Industrial,
Zoned for Manufacturing

Proposed, not yet constructed

39-54 tons per day, 99 tons per day max.

Cal Sierra Disposal, Inc .,
Richard D. Hanson, President

Tuolumne County Health Department,
Walter L . Kruse, Director

Site History Cal Sierra Disposal hauls nearly 80°% of the
commercially collected accounts in Tuolumne County and operates a
recycling center near the site of the proposed transfer station.
The operator proposes to construct and operate a large volume
transfer station and materials recovery facility to reduce haul
distances of refuse packer trucks to the Jamestown Landfill and
to increase efficiency of recycling and salvage operations.

SUMMARY:

• Project Description The Cal Sierra Transfer Station site is
located in an unincorporated area of western Tuolumne County,, 31
mile south of State Highway 108, approximately two miles east of
the town of Sonora at 19309 Industrial Drive (please see
Attachment 1) . Land to the north and east of the site is

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

Facility Type:

Location:

411 Area:

Setting:

Status:

Tonnage:

Owner/Operator:

Designated LEA :



Cal Sierra Transfer Station

	

Agenda Item U
February 24, 1994

	

Page 2

designated light and heavy industrial . Land to the west and
northwest is designated residential and is accessed by separate
surface streets.

The nearest homes are located approximately 400 feet to the
northwest and 150 feet to the south of . the transfer or MRF
building (see Attachment 2) . Nine other residences are located
within 500 feet of the facility . The Tuolumne County Planning
Director has determined that the conditions of the use permit
will mitigate all environmental impacts of the proposed project
on the neighboring community (see attachment 4).

The operator expects to process between 39 and 56 tons of solid
waste per day . The July 15, 1992, amendment to the Initial Study
states that the transfer station could be expected to accept a
maximum of 99 tons per operating day . Therefore, the LEA will
permit the station to accept a maximum of 99 tons of waste per
day.

The transfer station will accept only nonhazardous residential,
commercial, and industrial wastes . Only commercial waste haulers
will be permitted to use the site . Cal Sierra, Inc . will
continue to operate its recycling and buy-back center
approximately 300 yards north of the transfer station site at
19390 Industrial Drive.

The station will be attended during operating hours, which will
be from 7 :00 a .m . to 6 :00 p .m . Monday through Saturday . On-site
improvements include a 10,400 square foot refuse transfer and
recycling building, a smaller building for storage of separated
recyclables, and scales . Additionally, the site will be
completely enclosed by a chain-link fence, an eight foot masonry
wall will be constructed along the western boundary of the
facility, and the existing dirt and gravel access road will be
paved.

The existing site is already graded and terraced as a bi-level
parcel . The transfer and sorting building will be located on the
north section of the property, 20 feet lower in elevation than
the storage building.

This facility will not be open to the general public . Commercial
haulers will dump their loads onto the tipping floor of the
transfer building where station personnel will sort recyclable
material from the waste at an elevated conveyor belt . The
conveyor will deposit residual, non-recyclable waste into a
transfer trailer for transport to the Jamestown Landfill (55-AA-
0002) in Tuolumne County .

•
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Resource Recovery During the loading and unloading processes,
station personnel will salvage large, bulky, and/or high value
items at the tipping floor . Other mixed recyclable materials,
such as wood, white goods, aluminum, glass, plastic bottles,
corrugated cardboard, and newsprint, will be separated as the
waste moves across automatic conveyors within the same building.
Storage of recyclable materials will take place within the other
building . In addition, Cal Sierra Disposal operates a public
buy-back center near the site of this proposed station.

Environmental Controls The entire perimeter of the Cal Sierra
Transfer Station'will be fenced to confine windblown litter
within the boundaries of the station . An employee will be
assigned to patrol the site and access road for litter . The
station is expected to generate minimal amounts of litter due to
the'enclosed and covered tipping floor and loading area.

Noise will be controlled by confining unloading and loading
activities to within enclosed structures . Vehicle mufflers will
be maintained in good working order . Operations will be
restricted to the hours between 7 :00 A .M and 6 :00 P .M . . The
operator will construct an eight foot high wall along the east

• boundary of the site and maintain vegetative screening to
_ minimize the impacts of noise . Insulation will be installed in
each structure for the purpose of noise reduction.

Odors will be controlled by frequent removal of wastes and by
frequent cleaning of the station . In addition, disinfectants
will be applied as needed . The Tuolumne County Air Pollution
Control Officer has stated that these mitigation steps appear to
adequately address the potential odor problems associated with
the project . Daily removal of waste and cleaning will also
control vectors.

Dust generated within the building will be controlled with
passive building ventilation . The County Air Pollution Control
Officer has stated that paving the roads used by station traffic,
as proposed, should be sufficient to minimize dust.

Fires are controlled by inspection of incoming loads . The
station will be equipped with on-site fire extinguishers and with
a phone to call the local fire department, located % mile from
the site . The station design includes the installation of a
automatic engineered fire sprinkler system and an automatic
electronic fire alarm system . A fire hydrant will be located
within 300 feet of the station . The Tuolumne County Fire
Department has no objections to the project as proposed.

il, Floor drains in each structure will be connected to the public
sewer . Six-inch high curbing will be installed around the entire
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perimeter of each building to contain quench water and other
liquids.

Hazardous wastes are prevented from entering the site by the
implementation of a random load checking and hazardous waste
screening program . Load-checking at the station will consist of
customer notification and education, employee training,
continuous site surveillance, and random inspection of incoming
waste.

Any prohibited wastes which cannot be returned to the generator
will be characterized, segregated and temporarily stored in an
approved hazardous waste storage locker . A registered hazardous
waste hauler will remove the material within 90 days of
discovery . Waste loads are checked again for hazardous materials
when deposited at the Jamestown Landfill.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the
Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance
of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed permit
for this facility was received on January 20, 1994, the last day
the Board may act is March 25, 1994.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and
have found that the permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making this determination the
following items were considered:

1 .

	

Conformance with County Plan

The LEA determined that the proposed facility is not in the
most recently approved edition of Tuolumne County's Solid
Waste Management Plan (CoSWMP) . PRC 50000(a)(4) states that
proposed materials recovery facilities not identified by the
CoSWMP be required, as a condition of the permit, to recover
for reuse or recycling at least 15% of the total volume of
material received by the facility . To satisfy PRC 50000,
the County's Local Task Force reviewed and commented on the
site identification and description of the facility and
found that the proposed transfer station will divert at
least 15% of the facility waste stream . This finding has
been included as a condition of the permit .

S
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2.

	

Consistency with General Plan

The County's Planning Department determined that the Cal
Sierra Transfer Station is consistent with the County
General Plan and that the surrounding land uses are
compatible with the proposed facility.

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Governmental and Regulatory Affairs
Division made an assessment, pursuant to PRC 44009, to
determine if the record contains substantial evidence that
the proposed project would prevent or substantially impair
the achievement of waste diversion goals . Based on
available information, staff have determined that the
issuance of the proposed permit would neither prevent nor
substantially impair the County of Tuolumne from meeting its
waste diversion goals . The analysis used in making this
determination is included as Attachment 5.

4.

	

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

State law requires the preparation and certification of an
environmental document whenever a project requires
discretionary approval by a public agency . The Calaveras
County Planning Department prepared a Negative Declaration
(SCH# 92062013) for the proposed project .. The document was
certified as approved by the lead agency on July 17, 1992,
and a Notice of Determination was approved by the lead
agency and filed with the County Clerk on August 4, 1992.

After reviewing the environmental documentation for the
project, Board staff have determined that CEQA has been
complied with, and that the Initial Study and Negative
Declaration are adequate and appropriate for the Board's use
in evaluating the proposed permit.

5.

	

Compliance with State Minimum Standards.

The LEA has made the determination that the facility is
designed and will be operated in compliance with the State
Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal
based on their review of the submitted Report of Facility
Information and supporting documentation . Since the
facility is not yet operating or constructed, no inspection
has been conducted .
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a new Solid Waste Facilities Permit is proposed, the
Board must either concur or object to the proposed permit as
submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 94-006
concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
55-AA-0010.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Site Map
3. Permit No . 55-AA-0010
4. Mitigation Measures
5. AB2296 Finding of Conformance
6. Permit Decision No . 94-006

Prepared by : Jon Whitehill/Cody Begley 	 Phone :	 255-2338

	

410
Reviewed by : Don Dief

	

S\ 0	 Phone :	 255-2453

Approved by : Doug Okumura0."c652	 Phone :	 255-2431
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ATTACHMENT 2

ZONING ON SURROUNDING PARCELS

1. INDUSTRIAL-Fiberboard Corp . Sawmill
2. MINOR COMMERCIAL-Durnall & Campora

	

Propane Sales
3 . . INDUSTRIAL-A & L Ready Mix Cement & Rock Sales
4. UNIMPROVED INDUSTRIAL
5. UNIMPROVED INDUSTRIAL

	

\co ,.
6. INDUSTRIAL-Fiberboard Corp . Sawmill
7. P .G . & E . SUB-STATION
8. UNIMPROVED INDUSTRIAL
9. UNIMPROVED INDUSTRIAL
10. UNIMPROVED INDUSTRIAL
11. CAL SIERRA TRANSFER & RECYCLING
12. RESIDENTIAL
13. MOBILE
14. MOBILE
15. MOBILE .
16. MOBILE
17. RESIDENTIAL
18. RURAL 2 .5-20 ACRES
19. MOBILE
.20 . MOBILE
21. RESIDENTIAL
22. MINOR COMMERCIAL-Richardsons Health Spa
23. MOBILE
24. MOBILE
25. MOBILE
26. MOBILE `0
27. MOBILE
28. WATER DISTRICT-Mono Village
29. RESIDENTIAL
30. MOBILE
31. RESIDENTIAL
32. MOBILE
33. RESIDENTIAL
34. MOBILE
35. MOBILE
36. MOBILE
37. MOBILE
38. MOBILE
39. RESIDENTIAL

	

/,--`
40. MOBILE
41. MOBILE
42. UNIMPROVED RESIDENTIAL
43. RESIDENTIAL
44. RESIDENTIAL
45. RESIDENTIAL
46. RESIDENTIAL
47. RESIDENTIAL
48. RESIDENTIAL
49. RESIDENTIAL
50. RESIDENTIAL
51. RESIDENTIAL
52. RESIDENTIAL
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.SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

HI IAtrIMtIN I
1 .

	

Facility/Pem

5S-AA-0010

Z . Name and Street Address of Facility: 3 . Name and Mailing Address of Operator. 4 . Name and Mailing Address of Owner.

Cal Sierra Transfer Station
19309 Industrial Drive
Sonora, CA. 95370

Cal Sierra Disposal, Inc
P.O . Box 4928
Sonora, CA. 95370

RD. Hanson
P.O. Box 4661
Sonora, CA. 95370

5 .

	

Specifications:

a . Permitted Operations :

	

[ 1

	

Composting Facility

	

( J

	

Processing Facility
(mixed wastes)

[ J

	

Composting Facility

	

[ ]

	

Transfer Station
(yard waste)

	

-

	

-
[ J

	

Landfill Disposal Site

	

[ 1

	

Transformation Facility

(XI

	

Material Recovery Facility

	

[ ]

	

Other
b . Permitted Hours of Operation: 7 am . to 6pm. Monday through Saturday

c. Permitted Tons per Operating Day:

	

Total:

	

99

	

Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous - General

	

99

	

Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Sludge

	

Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled recyclables

	

included

	

Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Other (See Section 14 of Permit)

	

Tons/Day
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit)

	

Tons/Day
ardous (See Section 14 of Permit)

	

Tons/Day

ermined Traffic Volume :

	

Total:

	

30

	

Vehicles/Day

Incoming waste materials

	

24

	

Vehicles/Day
Outgoing waste materials (for disposal)

	

4

	

Vehicles/Day
Outgoing materials from material recovery operations

	

2

	

Vehicles/Day

e . Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMB validations):

-

	

Total

	

Iliovsal

	

Transfer

	

MRF

	

Cnmmn[ine

	

T Sarmatian

Permitted Area (in acres)
ry r

	

4Design Capacity

	

>.."...

	

.s.v....
Max . Elevation (FL MSLI

	

a

	

xu

	

' .,

	

, w^ '^ :

	

~

	

T'

	

'0v'

	

~i

	

s

	

.'SUSS : E a

	

> ti~vA¢+ '

	

"~ ?

	

ms

	

sg,

Max. Depth (FL BGS)

	

3

	

4b

	

roc -' ' <y

	

_ t e+y

	

<r .-

	

-

	

tlSSJ r

	

~{ w`7

	

.

Estimated Closure Date

The permit is granted solely to the operator named above, and is not transferable . Upon

	

change of operator, the permit is subject to revocation or
suspension. The attached permit findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previous issued solid waste,
facility permits.

6. Approval: 7 . Enforcement Agency Name and Address:

Environmental Health Division
Approving Officer Signature

•
Tuolumne County Health Department
2 South Green Street
Sonora, CA. 95370

Name/Title Walter L Kruse, Director of Environmental Health

*Received by CIWMB:
JAN 2 0 1994,

9. CIWMB Concurrence Date:

10 . Permit Review Due Date: 11 .

	

Permit Issued Date :



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number:

_

	

55-AA-0010

	

•

12. Legal Description of Facility : Tuolumne County Assessors Parcel Number 061-040-33 also described as Parcel 2-D of Tuolumne County Parcel Map PM
28.81.

13 .

	

Findings:
a.

	

The proposed facility was not identified in the 1985 lastest County Solid Waste Management Plan . A Countywide Integrated Waste
Management Plan has not been approved by the CIWMB, but LEA certifies (pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 50000) that the
Local Task Force, during a ninety day period, reviewed and commented on the proposed facility.

b .

	

This permit is consistent withstandards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) . Public Resources Code,
Section 44010.

c.

	

The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as
determined by the LEA.

d .

	

The following local fire protection district has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards as required in
Public Resources Code, Section 44151 : Tuolumne County Fire District

e .

	

An environmental determination (i .e . Notice of Determination) is filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH# 92062013) for all facilities
which are not .exempt from CEQA and documents pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6.

f.

	

A County-wide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved by the CIWMB.

g.

	

The following authorized agent has made a determination that the facility is consistent with, and designated in, the applicable general plan:
lames E . Nuzum, Planning Director, Tuolumne Planning Department .

	

Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(a).

h .

	

The following local governing body has made a written finding that surrounding land use is compatible with the facility operation, as
required in Public Resources Code, Section 50000.5(b).

	

Tuolumne County Planning Department.

14 .

	

Prohibitions:
The permittee is prohibited from accepting any liquid waste sludge, non-hazardous waste requiring special handling, designated waste, or haz
waste unless such waste is specifically listed below, . and unless the acceptance of such waste is authorized by all applicable permits.

The permittee is additionally prohibited from the following items:
Medical Waste, dead animals, liquid waste, abestos products, grease trap pumpings.

No open burning of wastes is permitted.
No scavenging activity is permitted.

15. The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility (insert document date in space):
Date Date

[X)

	

Report of Facility Information

	

7/93 [ ) Contract Agreements- operator and contract

[ ] Waste Discharge Requirements

() Local & County Ordinances

N/A

N/A
[ ] Land Use Permits and Conditional

Use Permits

	

7/92

N/A[] Air Pollution Permits and Variances

	

11/92

[)()

	

EIR or Negative Declaration

	

5/93 & 7/93 [ 1 Final Closure & Post Closure Maintenance Plan _ N/A,

[ ] Lease Agreements - owner and operator

	

N/A [) Amendments to RFI

[)

	

Other (list):

_

[) Preliminary Closure/Post Closure Plan

	

N/A _

[ ] Closure Financial Responsibility Document

	

N/A



Facility/Permit Number:

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

	

55-AA-0010

i6 . Self Monitoring:

a. Results of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Report of Facility Information, will be reported as follows:

Program

	

Reporting Facilty

	

Agency Reported To

All incidents of unlawful disposal of

	

Monthly

	

LEA
prohibited material(s) and hazardous
material(s) plus a summary of the action(s)
taken by the operator regarding each
incident and the final disposition of the
material(s).

LEA
All complaints regarding the MRF and the
operator's action(s) taken to resolve
justified complaints. (Note : This program
summaries and does not replace required
phone/FAX notification to the LEA with 24
hours of the complaint's receipt by the
MRF).

All speciaVunusual occurrences and the
operator's action(s) taken to correct/resolve
each problem/situation .

Monthly

Quarterly
(or per required frequency of

controlling authority)

LEA
(any controlling authority)

LEA
Monthly

Quarterly
(or per required frequency of

controlling authority)

Monthly
Monthly
Quarterly

Monthly

Results of daily visual and twice weekly
ft load check programs.

:cords of initial/continuing safety/haz-
mat related training and status of
safety/haz-mat related devices/programs
required per OSHA/RCRA/CAL-
OSHA/Fire/Other Authority.

Tons per day ofi waste received
outgoing waste
recovered materials

Number of vehicles per day using the MRF,
separately per category : incoming waste,
outgoing waste, outgoing recovered
materials .

LEA
(any controlling authority)

LEA
LEA

Local Task Force/LEA

LEA
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. .il LEA Conditions:

a. This MRF shall comply with all State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal.

b. This MRF shall comply with all federal, state, and local requirements and enactments including all mitigation measures given in any
certified environmental document filed pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21031 .6 . (Conditional use permit Number 92 CUP-014)

c. The operator shall maintain a copy of this SWF permit at the MRF at a location readily accessible to MRF personnel and LEA/other
regulatory agency personnel.

d. Additional information concerning the design/operation of this MRF shall be furnished on request of the LEA/other regulatory
personnel.

e. The operator shall comply with all Notices and Orders issued by any Responsible Agency designated by the Lead Agency to monitor
the mitigation measures contained in any of the documents referenced within this SWF Permit pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 2108 .6.

f. This MRF is a sorting/compacting facility only. No grinding, composting, or other processing shall occur at the MRF location.

g. This MRF shall provide for only brief storage of recovered materials. Separated yard waste shall not be held at the MRF longer than
forty-eight hours . Inns shall not be held at the MRF longer than five days . Other recovered materials shall not be held at the MRF
longer than thirty days . All stored materials shall be held indoors or in tilt-bins/ roll-off bins/ open top trailers, in a manner
approved by the LEA to preclude the creation of health hazards/public nuisances . Tarps or other suitable covers shall be readily

available and placed over all outside loaded bins/trailers during periods of precipitation.

h. This MRF shall not hold waste longer than forty-eight hours, except during periods of bonafide emergency when waste may be held
up to seventy-two hours . No waste shall be held outside of the Recycling Building . All waste shall be completely removed from the

MRF by the end of each work-day (Friday - 5pm .).

The operator shall maintain at the MRF, accurate daily records of the tonnage and number of vehicles per following category:
incoming waste, outgoing waste, out-going recovered materials. Records shall be readily accessible to the LEA/other regulatory
agency personnel.

j. The operator shall maintain at the MRF, a log of speciaVunusual occurrences . The log shall include, but not be limited to: fires,
explosions, the discharge and disposition of hazardous or unpermitted waste, any significant injuries, accidents and/or property

damage . Each log entry shall be accompanied by a summary of actions taken by the operator to mitigate negative impacts of the
occurrence. The operator shall maintain this log at the MRF in a manner readily accessible to MRF personnel and to the LEA/other
regulatory personnel . Concurrent to entry in the log, each incident shall be immediately reported to the LEA by phone (209) 533-

5990 and/or by FAX (209) 533-5098.

k. Copies of any written complaint concerning the MRF shall be mailed and/or FAXed to the LEA within twenty-four hours of its receipt

by the operator.

I . This SWF Permit is subject to review by the LEA and may be suspended,-revoked or modified at any time for sufficient cause.

m. The LEA reserves the right to suspend and/or modify waste/ material recovery operations at this MRF when deemed necessary due
to any emergency, potential health hazard and/or public nuisance.

n. The operator shall comply with the requirements of all applicable laws pertaining to employee health and safety including a written
CAL-OSHA Injury and Illness Prevention Program (IIPP) readily available for review by all MRF employees and by the LEA/other

regulatory agencies.

o. The operator shall notify the LEA, in writing, at least 120 days in advance of proposed significant changes (as determined by the
LEA) in the design/operation of the MRF to allow for early consultation, completion of all required environmental documents and
their due process review/filing and the obtaining of all other required documents/required processes.

p. The facility shall be cleaned of accumulated litter at the beginning and end of each working day . Litter shall be collected more
frequently as necessary to prevent liner from migrating off-site.

q. To comply with Title 14, Section 17497 (Personnel Health and Safety), the operator shall ensure that all personnel assigned to waste
handling/processing duties utilize (when and where appropriate) the following equipment : dust masks, hearing protection devices, safety

,,, .sses/goggles, safety vests, heavy work gloves, heavy work boots (steel shanks and toes recommended), and hard hats . Where applicable,

this equipment shall meet all State and Federal safety standards .

S
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Facility/Permit Number:

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 55-AA-0010

•
17 . LEA Conditions Continued:

r. All operations on the project site shall be in complete conformance with the current Report of Station Information and the Solid Waste Facilities Permit on
fl le with the Local Enforcement Agency and; the Recycling Center License.

s. On-site activities shall be restricted to the hours of 7 :00 am. to 6 :00 pm . Monday through Saturday.

t. Solid-waste shall be received at the transfer station from commercial haulers only . The transfer station shall not receive waste from private, self-haul
vehicles.

u. Access to the project site by commercial vehicles shall be restricted to use of Industrial Drive . Use of Susan Way to access the site is prohibited.

v. Muffler systems of all equipment working on the project site shall be maintained in good working order.

w. Waste stored on-site in the transfer trailer over night shall be covered in such a manner to prevent contact with rain and to facilitate vector control.

x. Recyclables stored on-site outside of the buildings shall be covered, if necessary, to prevent contamination of run-off water and to facilitate vector control.

y. As this Transfer Station has been proposed to function as a Materials Recovery Facility (MRF), it shall be operated so as to recover for refuse or for recycling
at least 15 percent of the volume of material received by the facility.

7A



ATTACHMENT 4

CONDITIONS OF SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 92SDP-005
AND USE PERMIT 92CUP-014

FOR
RICHARD D . HANSON

Conditions to be metprior to the issuance of a Buildina Permit for
each individual building proposed unless otherwise denoted:

1. TES Submit a Drainage Study for the proposed project to the
Department of Transportation and Engineering Services
for review and approval . (TCOC Section 17 .68 .150)

2 . TES Submit a Drainage Plan for the proposed project to the
Department of Transportation and Engineering Services
for review and approval . A plan shall be submitted
showing all drainage from the site will be freed of
contaminates . (TCOC, Section 17 .68 .150)

3 . TES Submit Road Improvement Plans as required by the
Department of Transportation and Engineering Services
for review and approval . (TCOC, Section 11 .04 .010)

4 .

	

TES

	

Provide drainage easements in such locations as may be
indicated on the approved improvement plans . (TCOC,

I
6 . APC Submit an application for Authority to Construct to the

Tuolumne County Air Pollution Control District.
(TCAPCD Rules and Regulations, Regulation IV, Rule , 401)

Conditions to be net during the construction phase of the proposed
, project:

7. BD

		

Prior to the construction of any site improvements or
grading on the site, all property corners shall be
monumented and clearly visible . Where a clear
line-of-sight between lot corners does not exist,
appropriate markers shall be set on the property line
to identify the boundaries while construction is in
progress . (TCOC Chapter 12 .20 and Section 17 .56 .020)

8 .

		

BD

	

Hours of exterior construction on the project site
shall be limited to 7 :00 a .m . to 7 :00,__.p .m . Monday
through Saturday .

	

Exterior construction shall be
prohibited on Sunday and County holidays .

	

(TCOC
Section 17 .68 .150)

41,
1

Title 12)

5 . TES

	

Obtain slope and/or drainage easements in such
locations as may be necessary to accommodate cut and
fill slopes, setbacks, and flow from the site . (TCOC,
Title 12)

79



9 . BD Applicant shall be responsible for dust abatement
during construction and development operations . A
"water truck or other watering device shall be on the
project site on all working .days when natural
precipitation does not provide adequate moisture for
complete dust control . Said watering device shall be
used to spray water on the site at the end of each day
and at all other intervals, as need dictates, to
control dust. (CEQA, Section 15041, (Initial Study,
page 2, "Air Quality"), and TCOC Section 12 .20 .330)

10 . TES All soils disturbed by grading shall be reseeded or
hydromulched or otherwise stabilized as soon as
possible and before October 15 of the construction
year . (TCOC, Title 12)

11. TES

	

Emergency erosion control measures shall be utilized as
requested by County officials .

	

(TCOC Section
.12 .20 .320)

12 . TES The applicant shall submit an erosion control plan for
any construction to take place between October 15 and
May 15 of any year . In the absence of such approved
and implemented plan, all construction shall cease on
or before October 15 . (TCOC Title 12)

13 . FD Submit plans and calculations for the Automatic
Engineered Fire Sprinkler -System, required to be
installed in the transfer building, to the Tuolumne
County Fire Department for review and approval prior to
installation of any portion of the System .

	

(TCOC,
Section 15 .20 .010 C)

14 . FD Submit plans, specifications and listing numbers for
the Automatic Electronic Fire Alarm System, required to
be installed in conjunction with the Sprinkler System,
to the Tuolumne County Fire Department for review and
approval prior to installation of any portion of the
System . (TCOC, Section 15 .20 .010 C)

15 . PD If subsurface cultural resources are discovered on the
project site during the construction process, all work
shall stop until a qualified archaeologist, approved by
the Planning Department, evaluates said resources and
establishes boundaries around archaeologically
sensitive areas . If the site is determined to be
significant, appropriate mitigation measures shall be
formulated and implemented in accordance with Appendix
K of CEQA. (CEQA, Section 15041, (Initial Study, page
22, "Archaeologic/Historic Features" .])

2
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Conditions to be met prior to the issuance

	

of

	

a

	

Certificate
Occupancy by the Tuolumne

	

County Buildipq

	

Department .

	

The
conditions shall be attached to each individual building prop ose
unless otherwise denoted:

16 . PD/BD All construction on the site shall adhere to the site
plan and exterior elevational-drawings approved July
15, 1992 . Any significant deviation from the plans
shall require approval of supplemental plans submitted
by the developer. (TCOC Section 17 .68 .150)

17 . PD All landscaping on the site shall adhere to the
Landscape Plan approved July 15, 1992 . Any significant
deviation from the plan shall require approval of
supplemental plans submitted by the developer. (TCOC
Section 15 .28 .010 and Section 17 .68 .150)

18 . PD Irrigation systems for landscape vegetation shall be
limited to drip types or comparable . (Resolution 238-
88)

19 . PD All landscaped areas shall be mulched with materials,
such as bark or wood chips, which promote water
retention and reduce water loss from evaporation.
(Resolution 238-88)

20 . PD/BD

	

All parking on the site shall adhere to the site plal,
approved July 15, 1992 . Any .significant deviation fro
the plan shall require approval of supplemental plans
submitted by the developer . (TCOC Chapter 17 .60)

21„ BD All structures on the project site shall receive public
water from the Mono Village Water District . (Project
Description)

22 . BD All structures on the project site shall be connected
to the public sewer system operated by the Mono Village
Water District . Floor drains in each structure shall
be connected to the public sewer .

	

(Project
Description ; TCOC, Section 13 .08 :150)

23 . BD -Insulation shall be installed in the ceiling of each
structure for the purpose of noise reduction . (TCOC,
Section 17 .68 .150)

24 . PD

	

A solid masonry wall shall be constructed along the
western boundary of the project site, from Industrial.
Drive to the end of the paved access to the transfer
building, approximately-: . 280 feet in length . The
masonry wall shall be at least eight feet in height
from grade,-and shall present an attractive appearance-
as viewed from the exterior of the site . Material,

S/



C

used to construct the wall shall be approved by the
Planning Department prior to any construction . (TCOC,
Section 17 .68 .150)

25 . FD County standard fire hydrants, capable of providing
fire flow of 1,250 gpm for 2 hours at 20 psi residual
pressure shall be located within 300 feet of all
buildings by way of paved or primary access . Hydrants
shall be installed as specified in Section 15 .20 .060 of
the Tuolumne County Ordinance Code .

	

(TCOC Chapter
15 .20)

26 . FD An Automatic Engineered Fire Sprinkler System (AEFSS).
shall be installed in the transfer building meeting the
standards of NFPA 13 . The AEFSS shall be engineered
for an Ordinary Hazard Group III Occupancy and designed
to a density of .21/1500 square feet . All plans and
calculations for the AEFSS shall be submitted to the
Tuolumne County Fire Department for review and approval
prior to the installation of any portion of the AEFSS.
(TCOC, Section 15 .20 .010 C)

27 . FD The AEFSS shall be protected by an approved Automatic
Electronic Fire Alarm System (AEFAS) . The AEFAS shall
meet the requirements of NFPA 72 for such systems, and
monitor water flow and main valve tamper . The AEFAS
shall be monitored at an approved Central Station, as
specified in NFPA 72 . Plans, specifications and
listing numbers shall be submitted to the Tuolumne
County Fire Department for review and approval prior to
installation of any portion of the AEFAS .

	

(UFC,
Article 10, Sec . 10 .307)

28 . FD The transfer building shall be equipped with a Fire
Sprinkler Riser Room (FSRR) . The FSRR shall be large
enough to accomodate the AEFSS riser, AEFAS panel,
spare sprinkler heads, sprinkler head wrench and a map
of all alarm zones . The FSRR shall be located on an
exterior wall of the building and be so constructed as
to have access from-- the outside._ only . .for fire
department personnel. (TCFD)

29 . FD A map shall be posted in close proximity of the AEFAS
panel showing all alarm zones and location of the Fire
Department Connection, Post Indicator Valve, Sprinkler
Riser and any other major fire protection components
that will influence the AEFSS or the AEFAS . The map
shall include a diagram showing the layout of each
building protected by the AEFAS . Plans and diagrams -
shall_be maintained in approved locations . Plans and
diagrams shall be maintained in an up-to-date manner
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and the Tuolumne County Fire Department shall bap
informed of all major changes . (TCFD)

30. FD

	

A Supra Lock Box shall be installed in conjunction with
the Alarm Panel, with a key to allow Fire Department
-access to the Fire Sprinkler Riser Room and the Alarm
Panel . (TCFD)

31. FD The transfer building shall be equipped with a minimum
of six-inch high curbing around the entire perimeter of
the building to contain water within the building in
case of sprinkler activation . (TCFD)

32 . FD Permits shall be secured from the Tuolumne County Fire
Department for the storage of all hazardous, toxic and
flammable materials on the project site, including
waste oil collected at the site . (TCFD)

33 . FD

	

Transfer station personnel shall be trained and capable
of responding to fires or other emergency incidents
involving hazardous or toxic materials . Proper
equipment and safety clothing shall be readily
accessible for these individuals at all times . (TCFD)

34 . PD Secure a General Industrial Stormwater Permit from the
State Water Resources Control Board . .(State.F31
Resources Control Board)

35 . EH Secure a Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the transfer
station from the California Integrated Waste Management
Board and the Local Enforcement Agency - the Tuolumne
County Environmental Health Division .

	

(California
Government Code, Title 14, Article 3)

36 . EH/PD Secure a Recycling Center License for the recycling
center from the California Department of Conservation.
(California Department of Conservation)

37 . APC Secure a Permit to Operate from the Tuolumne County Air
Pollution Control 'District . (TCAPCD Rules and
Regulations, Regulation V, Rule 501)

38. TES

	

An emergency access shall be opened up from Industrial
Drive to Susan Way . A break away gate shall be
installed across Industrial Drive at the western
boundary of the project site to allow access in the
event of an emergency , only . (DOTES) '

39 . TES

	

Drainage improvements shall be installed in accordance
with approved drainage plans . (TCOC Section 17 .68 .150)-

5
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40 . TES

		

All parking areas and travelled ways on the site shall
be paved . (Project Description)

41 . TES

		

Industrial Drive shall be improved to the standards of
Title 11 and paved from the end of the present pavement
through the project site . Additionally, the road
improvements specified below shall be constructed or
improved to Title 11 standards or as otherwise stated
herein:
a The off-site portion of the road shall be

repaired in the areas where the asphalt is
breaking down.

b. A double yellow line shall be painted on the off-
site and on-site portions of the road.

c. The on-site portion of the roadway shall be
constructed or improved to meet Title 11
standards : 25 feet in width with a Traffic Index
of no less than 4.

All Title 11 standard roads shall meet the following
requirements :

	

-

a. The Department of Transportation and Engineering
Services shall be notified when construction
staking, including slope staking for the road, is
completed, prior to commencement of road
improvements . Schedules for periodic inspections
will be established by-quality control personnel
at the time the construction staking is
inspected . Roads constructed without proper
periodic 'inspections or not in conformance with
approved plans, are subject to rejection.

b. The applicant shall provide adequate traffic
striping, marking and signs during and after
construction.

c. The roads shall have a design speed of 25 mph
unless otherwise, specified herein.

d. The structural section of the roads shall be
determined by the project engineer, based on R-
Value tests performed at the developer's expense.
The T I used to determine the structural section
shall be no less than 4 for local roads, 6 for
minor collectors, and 8 for major collectors.

e. The developer shall give reasonable advance
notice of commencement of construction and keep
the Department of Transportation and Engineering
Services informed of all changes in the
construction scheduled.
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f. After improvement plans have been approved, th
applicant shall submit to the Department
Transportation and Engineering Services a myla
copy of such plans . After completion of the
work, the applicant shall submit as-built plans.

g. Plan check and inspection fees, as required by
Ordinance, shall be submitted to the Department
of Transportation and Engineering Services.

h. The developer shall remedy any defect in the
improvements on any county road arising from any
faulty or defective materials or workmanship
occurring 12 months after approval of the work or
after formal acceptance by the Board of
Supervisors.

(TCOC Title 11)

42 . PD Exterior lighting of the site, if provided, shall be
designed (aimed down and towards the site) to provide
adequate illumination without a glaring effect . (TCOC
Section 17 .68 .150)

43 . PD Colors of the buildings shall be as follows : light tan
with dark brown trim . . Any change in the approved color
scheme shall be approved by the Planning Department_
prior to installation .

	

(Project Description ; TCOc
Section 17 .68 .150)

44 . PD The applicant shall submitto and have approved by the
Tuolumne County Planning Department, the proposed sign
design for the development . (TCOC Section 17 .68 .150)

45 . PD A site inspection will be conducted by Planning
Department personnel to verify compliance with the
conditions listed above . (TCOC Section 17 .68 .150)

Conditions to be met after occunancv of the buildings:

46: EH/PD `All operations on the 1project site shall be in complete
conformance with the current Report of Station
Information and the Solid Waste Facilities Permit on
file with the Local Enforcement Agency and ; the
Recycling Center License . (California Government Code,
Title 14, Article 6)

47 . EH/PD On-site activities shall be restricted to the hours of
7 :00 a .m . to 6 :00 p .m . daily . (Project Description;
TCOC, Section 17 .68 .150)

48 . EH/PD

	

Solid waste- shall be received at the transfer .station
from commercial haulers only . The transfer statio.
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shall not receive waste from private, self-haul
vehicles . (CEQA, Section 15041, [Initial Study, page
8, "Public Plans and Policies"])

49 . EH/PD Access to the project site by commercial vehicles shall
be restricted to use of Industrial Drive . Use of Susan
Way to access the site is prohibitted . .(T00O, Section
17 .68 .150)

50 . EH/PD Muffler systems of all equipment working on the project
site shall be maintained in good working order . (TCOC,
Section 17 .68 .150)

51 . PD Vehicle storage on the project site shall be restricted
to the transfer tractor/trailer and vehicles belonging
to employees working at the site during working hours
and ; the transfer tractor/trailer only during non-
working hours . (TCOC, Section 17 .68 .150)

52 . EH/PD Waste stored on-site in the transfer trailer over night
shall be covered in such a manner to prevent contact
with rain and to facilitate vector control . (TCOC,
Section 17 .68 .150)

53. EH/PD

	

Recyclables stored on-site outside of the buildings
shall be covered, if necessary, to prevent
contamination of run-off water and to facilitate vector
control . (TCOC, Section 17 .68 .150)

54 . EH/PD The site shall be cleaned of litter at the beginning
and the end of each working day and at all other times
as need dictates . (TCOC, Section 17 .68 .150)

55 . APC Applicant, or subsequent property owner, shall be
responsible for maintaining landscape plants in a
healthy and attractive condition . Dead or dying plants'
shall be replaced with materials of equal size and
similar variety . (CEQA, Section 15041, [Initial Study,
page 22, "Visual Quality"])

MONITORING PROVISION: A Notice of Action shall be
recorded to ensure that all parcel owners are aware of
the conditions of this entitlement and this
responsibility . During regular site inspections,
Planning Staff shall monitor the health of all plants
on this highly visible site . Any violations observed
shall be referred to the Zoning Enforcement Officer for
enforcement . (PRC Section 21081 .6)

56 . FD All hazardous or toxic waste, removed fret the waste
stream, shall be stored in approved HaitElhs located
within the transfer station, in a-secured area approved

a



by the Tuolumne County Fire Department Fire Preventio
Bureau .

	

Such hazardous and toxic waste shall b~
separated, labeled and stored in a secured fashion
approved by the. Tuolumne County Fire Department Fire
Prevention Bureau . A current list of all hazardous and
toxic materials stored on the premises shall be
maintained in the office and made available to
emergency response units . (TCFD)

57 . PD All paved parking areas and travelled ways on the
project site shall be maintained to eliminate dust.
(TCOC, Section 17 .68 .150)

58 . TES The privately-maintained portion of Industrial Drive
shall be maintained to the standards of Title 11 of the
Tuolumne County Ordinance Code . (DOTES)

59 . PD If waste stored in the transfer trailer on-site on
Sundays generates significant neighborhood odor
complaints, as determined by the Planning Director, all
waste shall be removed from the site at the close of
business Saturday . (TCOC, Section 17 .68 .150)

60 . PD

		

The noise levels generated by the project shall be
restricted to the following exterior noise limits:

Zoning Classification

	

Noise Level (dBA.
of Receiving Property

	

Time Period .	 of Sound Source

Lower of ambient
plus 5 dBA, or:

R-3, R-2, R-1, RE-1
RE-2, RE-3, RE-5, RE-10

	

7 AM

	

7 PM

	

60 Leg . (1 hour) ).

	

7 PM - 10 PM

	

55 Leg . (1 hour)

	

10 PM - .7 AM

	

50 Leg . (1 hour)

C-0, C-1, C-2, M-1, M-2 	 70 Leg . (1 hour)

1Leq. 1 hour refers to the average noise level measured over a 1 hour
period.

If the measurement location is on a boundary between two different
zones, the noise level limit applicable to the lower zone shall apply.
(TCGP Chapter III, Policy 23 ; CEQA, Section 15041, [Initial Study,
page 20, "Noise"])

MONITORING PROVISION : A Notice of Action shall be recorded to ensure
all parcel owners are aware of the conditions of this entitlement and
this responsibility . Any complaints received by the Planning
Department rey_rding noise shall be referred to the Zoning Enforcement
Officer for enforcement . (PRC Section 21081 .6) 411
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ATTACHMENT 5

State of California

MEMORANDUM

To : Cody Begley

	

Date : January 27, 1994

From :L/ .
Catherine Donahue, AWMS
Local Assistance Branch, Central
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : AB 2296 CONFORMANCE REVIEW FOR THE CAL SIERRA TRANSFER
STATION, FACILITY NO . 55-AA-0010

The Cal Sierra Transfer Station is a new facility serving
approximately 80% of the commercially collected accounts in
Tuolumne County . Currently, the transfer station is for only Cal
Sierra operations, but future plans are for the facility to
become a countywide transfer station for all the municipal waste
stream that is commercially hauled .

	

The facility separates
materials for recycling and the residual waste is hauled to the
County's Jamestown Landfill . The transfer station is owned and
operated by Cal Sierra Disposal, Inc.

Based upon review of the documents submitted, the proposed permit
conforms with the provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1. The permit is consistent with the State's waste diversion
requirements.

2. .The Local Task Force reviewed and commented on the facility,
as required by PRC Section 50000(a)(4).

3. The facility is consistent with the County's General Plan
(PRC 50000 .5).

PRC 44009 : WASTE DIVERSION REQUIREMENTS

The County and City of Sonora prepared a joint Source Reduction
and Recycling Element (SRRE) . The joint SRRE describes diversion
programs such as backyard composting, education, procurement,
curbside recycling, commercial separation, a material recovery
facility, buyback centers, drop off centers, composting, and
inert diversion . These programs are projected to achieve the
diversion goals of 25% and 50% for the City and the County.

The Cal Sierra Transfer Station is the first stage of the
material recovery facility described in the SRRE . Initially, the

California Environmental
Protection Agency
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facility will only process Cal Sierra Disposal loads, but future
plans are for all the county's waste stream to be directed to the
facility for processing before disposal . Cal Sierra is confident
that the facility will recover more than 15% of the total wastes
received . Materials that will be recovered include wood, white
goods, aluminum, glass, plastic, corrugated cardboard, and
newsprint.

Based on review of the proposed permit and the County's SRRE,
Board staff finds that the Cal Sierra Transfer Station should not
prevent or impair the County's ability to meet the 25% and 50%
diversion mandates.

PRC50000 :CONFORMANCE WITHTHE CoSWMP

The County's LEA made the determination that the facility was not
in the most recently approved edition of Tuolumne County's
CoSWMP . To satisfy PRC 50000 requirements for material recovery
facilities that recover more than 15% of the total volume
received, the County's Local Task Force (LTF) reviewed and
commented on the site identification and description the
facility.

The LTF determined that the facility will result in more
efficient handling of the waste stream . The LTF also states that
the facility could divert up to a 63% of the recyclables entering
the facility.

The LTF found that the Transfer Station would play an integral
part of the overall plan for the County and the City of Sonora to
meet the diversion requirements.

PRC 50000 .5 : CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN

Staff of the County's Planning Department determined that the
Transfer Station is consistent with the County's General Plan and
that surrounding land uses are compatible with the facility
operation .

4
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ATTACHMENT 6

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 94-006

,

	

February 24, 1994

WHEREAS, Cal Sierra Disposal, Inc . proposes to construct and
operate a materials recovery facility and transfer station in an
unincorporated area of Tuolumne County at 19309 Industrial Way,
Assessor's Parcel Number 61-040-33 ; and

WHEREAS, the Tuolumne County Planning Department, the lead
agency for CEQA review, prepared a Negative Declaration for the
proposed project ; and Board staff provided comments to the County
on July 1, 1992 ; and the proposed project will not have a
significant effect on the environment ; and mitigation measures
were incorporated into the approval of the proposed project ; and
the Tuolumne County Planning Director adopted the final
environmental document (SCH# 92062013) on July 17, 1992 and filed
the Notice of Determination for the project on August 4, 1992;
and

WHEREAS, the Tuolumne County Planning Director adopted Site
Development Permit 92-005 and Conditional Use Permit 92-014 on
July 17, 1992, for the construction and operation of the Cal
Sierra Transfer Station ; and

WHEREAS, the Tuolumne County Local Task force reviewed the

410
site identification and description on November 18, 1992, and
determined that the Cal Sierra Transfer Station will divert or
recover at least 15% of the total volume of material received by
the facility ; and

WHEREAS, Tuolumne County Environmental Health Department,
acting as the Local Enforcement Agency, has submitted to the
Board for its review and concurrence in, or objection to, a new
Solid Waste Facilities Permit for Cal Sierra Transfer Station;
and

WHEREAS, the project description in the CEQA document is
consistent with the proposed permit ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board and found the
proposed facility design and operation in compliance with State
Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, consistency with the County General
Plan, and compliance with CEQA.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 55-AA-0010 .
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Permit Decision No . 94-006

	

Page 2

.CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on February 24, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM 12,

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the South
Bayside Integrated Facility, San Mateo County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

At the time this item went to print, the Permitting and
Enforcement Committee had not taken action on the item.

South Bayside Integrated Facility,
Facility No . 41-AA-0016

Existing Large Volume Transfer Facility

225 Shoreway Road, San Carlos

4 acres

The facility is located in an M2-H, Heavy
Industrial zoned area.

A maximum of 3,000 tons per day with an
average of 1,821 tons per day

Active, permitted

Browning-Ferris Industries of California, Inc
Mr . Lino Valbusa, Vice President

Mr . Brian J . Zamora, Director
Solid Waste Management Program, San Mateo
County Department of Health Services

Proposed Proiect

The proposed project is to allow an increase in the size of the
facility from 4 acres to 16 .278 acres, which would includea
50,625 square foot building for recycling activities . The
proposed revised permit is also to allow for a change in the
facility name from South Bayside Transfer Station to South

410

	

Bayside Integrated Facility.

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

Facility Type:

Location:

110 Area:

Setting:

Permitted
Tonnage:

Operational
Status:

Owner/Operator:

LEA :
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SUMMARY :

Site History The South Bayside Transfer Station was originally
permitted in 1984 . Browning-Ferris Industries (BFI) of
California, Inc . owns and operates the transfer station . BFI
formerly operated a recyclable processing center on a leased
property, adjacent to the transfer station . BFI purchased that
property with the intent of integrating the transfer station and
recycling activities . This would enable the recycling center to
process loads of mixed solid waste with high recyclables content.

Project Description The total acreage of the proposed facility
is 16 .278 acres . This will be comprised of 4 acres for the
transfer station operations, 3 .534 acres for the operations of
the material recovery, and 8 .744 acres for the maintenance
building and parking spaces . The facility would have structures
consisting of a transfer, material recovery, and maintenance
buildings.

The transfer building and material recovery building will have
varying hours of operation . The transfer building will be
operated from 2 :00 a .m . - 6 :00 p .m ., Monday through Saturday, and
8 :00 a .m . - 5 :00 p .m ., on Sundays . Use of this facility by the
public will be from 8 :00 a .m . - 5 :00 p .m ., seven days per week.
The hours of operation for the material recovery building will be
from 5 :00 a .m . - 5 :00 p .m ., Monday through Friday . Pubic access
to the material recovery building will be from 8 :30 a .m . - 4 :00
p .m ., Monday through Saturday.

The materials recovery building will process source separated
recyclable materials collected from the BFI curbside and
commercial recycling programs, and recover recyclable material
from selected loads of mixed solid waste . The facility will also
serve as a state certified redemption center for the public.

The material recovery building consists of a 50,625 square feet
building that houses MRF structures for unloading, storage, and
transfer operations, including parking areas . It is stated in
the submitted Report of Site Information (RSI) that the addition
of the building would not exceed the 1989 maximum permitted daily
tonnage of 3,000 . The transfer station is currently averaging a
daily throughput of 1,700 tons, and does not anticipate exceeding
the permitted tonnage with the additional activity.

The material recovery building will continue to receive mostly
source separated waste and will accept loads of MSW that contain
a high percentage of recyclables . The transfer building will
continue to receive mixed municipal, commercial, industrial,
construction and demolition types of wastes . S
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Procedures for material recovery, recycling, and transfer
operations at this proposed facility will be as follows:
Collection vehicles and private vehicles will enter the facility
through the south gate and proceed to the scale . After the
weigh-ins, the trucks will be directed to a building according to
the type of waste the trucks are carrying . Waste loads with MSW.
that contain no or limited quantities of recyclable material will
be directed to the transfer building and unload near the transfer
load-out ports for loading onto the transfer trailers.

The loads with high percentages of recyclable materials, such as
those from curbside collections, office buildings or other
commercial sources, will be directed to the material recovery
building, where the sorting will be performed . Bulky scrap
metals, not suitable for baling, will be placed in bins and moved
to roll-off boxes on the outside storage area.

A sorting belt with picking stations will be used to sort the
commingled curbside material and other non-contaminated
recyclables . Sorters will place recovered materials in bins, by
waste types . There will be four systems in the material recovery
building, each with a sorting line for sorting specified
recyclables . System #1 is for sorting of newspaper and other
paper products ; system #2 is for sorting of metals cans and
plastics ; system #3 is for sorting of mixed waste with high
recyclable material ; and system #4 is for the sorting of glass.
Residual wastes will be transported to Ox Mountain Landfill for
disposal . The recovered recyclable material will be stored in
containers outside for delivery to processors and purchasers.

Environmental Controls There are several environmental control
measures for impacts from potential problems associated with the
operations.

Impact of dust on the outside environment will be controlled by
restricting unloading operations to the interior of the building.
The open areas of the facility will be paved or landscaped with
appropriate cover material for dust control measures . Inside the
buildings, dust problems will be mitigated by light water spray
from misters during the unloading and processing of waste.
Workers in the tipping area will be provided with dust masks.
Additionally, the tipping floor area will periodically be washed
down to eliminate the build up of dust and residue.

Litter control is achieved by unloading and sorting of solid
waste inside the building . There is a fence surrounding the

•

	

facility perimeter to contain windblown litter . The facility
yard, driveways, and internal roads will be cleaned daily by
facility personnel . All trucks and transfer trailers will be

I
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covered when traveling to and from the facility to prevent
windblown litter.

Noise is not expected to be a problem at this facility since all
processing of refuse and recyclables is to be conducted inside a
building, where sound is greatly attenuated . Employees inside
the work areas are required to wear ear protection.

Odor is not expected to be a problem at this facility because the
material recovery building will not store any putrescible waste.
The waste received at the transfer building will be removed at
the end of each day . An automatic scenting system has also been
installed in the ceiling . Approximately four times per hour, for
a period of 30 seconds at a time, a suitable deodorant is sprayed
throughout the interior of the transfer building.

Measures to control vectors include, the immediate loading of
received waste into transfer trailers for transport to a
landfill ; ensuring all areas of the tipping floor are cleared and
cleaned daily ; and the removal of refuse at frequencies no longer
than 48 hours, maximum . Waste will not be stored outdoors, as
mandated by the Conditional Use Permit.

Provisions for fire control include automatic sprinklers, fire
extinguishers inside the buildings and on all heavy equipment.
Fire fighting equipment will be placed, inspected and maintained,
as required by the LEA and County Fire Department.

All water that enters the site is directed to the city sanitary
sewer and passes through a slit trap before entering the sanitary
sewer.

Resource Recovery The addition of the materials recovery
building will allow for an extensive resource recovery and
recycling operations on site . Recycled items will consist of
mixed paper, wood and wooden pallets, scrap metals, plastics, and
glass . Additional information regarding resource recovery is
provided in Attachment 4.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the
Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance .
of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed permit
for this facility was received on January 28, 1994, the last day
the Board may act is March 29, 1994.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the permit and supporting documentation, and have found
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that the proposed permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making the determination the
following requirements were considered:

1.

	

Consistency with General Plan

The LEA has made a finding that the San Carlos and the
Redwood City Planning Departments have determined that the
expansion of this facility is consistent with the General
Plans . Board staff agree with the stated finding.

2.

	

Conformance with County Plan

The LEA has made the finding that the proposed project is in
conformance with the San Mateo County Solid Waste Management
Plan (CoSWMP) dated March 22, 1988 . Board staff agree with
the stated finding.

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Reauirements

Staff of the Board's Governmental and Regulatory Affairs
Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC 44009, to

110

	

determine if the record contains substantial evidence that
the proposed project would impair or prevent the achievement
of waste diversion goals . Based on available information,
staff have determined that the issuance of the proposed
permit would neither impair nor substantially prevent the
Cities and County of San Mateo from meeting its waste
diversion goals . The analysis used in making this
determination is included as Attachment 4.

4.

	

California Environmental Quality Act

State law requires compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) either through the
preparation and adoption of an environmental document and
mitigation reporting or monitoring program or by filing a
categorical exemption.

The City of San Carlos Planning Department (City) filed for
a Class III . categorical exemption for the conversion of
small structures, citing Section 15303 of the CEQA
Guidelines, for the proposed project . As required by CEQA,
the City filed the Notice of Exemption (NOE) with the County
Clerk on December 26, 1991 . The filing of the NOE and the
posting on the list of notices started a 35 day statute of
limitations period on legal challenges to the agency's
decision that the project is exempt from CEQA . Upon

411

	

approval of the proposed SWFP the Board may file a NOE with
the Governor's Office of Planning and Research .
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After reviewing the environmental documentation for the
project, Board staff have determined that CEQA has been
complied with.

5 .

	

Compliance with State Minimum Standards

The LEA and Board staff have made the determination that the.
facility's design and operation are in compliance with the
State Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Processing.
This determination is based on the January 18, 1994
inspection of the facility.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit is proposed, the
Board must either concur with or object to the proposed permit as
submitted by the LEA . Staff recommend that the Board adopt
Permit Decision No . 94-11, concurring in the issuance of Solid
Waste Facilities Permit No . 41-AA-0016.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Site Map
3. Permit No . 41-AA-0016
4. AB 2296 Finding of Conformance
5. Permit Decision No . 94-11

Prepared by : Beatrice 'C!`"
Q
Poroli/Cody Beglev	 Phone :255-2331

Reviewed by : Don Dier, Jr . cS)i°	 Phone :255-2453

Approved by : Douglas Okumura	 f9//s/v	 Phone :255-2431

I
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ATTACHMENT 1

INTEGRATED FACILITY
(TRANSFER STATION AND
MATERIALS RECOVERY ANC REC/CL01GI
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I
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540 Price Avenue.
Redwood City. CA 94063
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SCALE: NONE DATE : 3-5 92

DRAWING NO.

910186-10
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I . Facility/Permit Nni ATTACl I / EN
SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 04)-AA-0016

. Mae Street Address of Facility:

South Bayside Integrated Facility
225 / 333 Shoreway Road
San Carlos, California 94070

3 . Name and Mailing Address of Operator:

Browning-Ferris Industries of California, Inc.
P.O . Box 1068

	

-
San Carlos, California 94070

4. Name and Mailing Address of Owner:

Browning-Ferris Industries of California, Inc.
P.O . Box 1068
San Carlos, California 94070

. Specifications:

. Permitted Operations :

	

[ ]

	

Composting Facility

	

I )

	

Processing Facility
(mixed wastes)

[ ]

	

Composting Facility

	

[) Transfer Station
(yard waste)

•

	

[ ]

	

Landfill Disposal Site

	

[ ]

	

Transformation Facility

[X] Material Recovery Facility

	

[ ]

	

Other:
Permitted Hours of Operation:
Transfer Station Building hours of operation are Monday - Saturday from 2 :00 a .m . - 6 :00 p .m ., Sunday only from 8 :00 a .m . - 5 :00 p .m.
Transfer Station Commercial Vehicle hours of operation are Monday - Friday from 3 :30 a .m . - 7 :00 a .m . and 8 :30 a .m. - 2:00 p .m.
and Saturday & Holidays from 7 :00 a .m . - 10 :00 a .m.
Public Hours from 8 :00 a .m . - 5 :00 p .m . Seven days a week.

Materials Recovery Building hours of operation are Monday - Friday from 5 :00 a .m . - 5 :00 p .m.
Public Hours from 8 :30 a .m . - 4 :00 p .m . Monday - Saturday.

Permitted Tons per Operating Day:

	

Total :

	

3 .000

	

Tons/Day

Non-Hazardous- General

	

1700

	

Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Sludge

	

N/A

	

Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled recyclable

	

1300

	

Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous- Other (See Section 14 of Permit) Leachate

	

N/A

	

Tons/Day
De

	

d (See Section 14 of Permit)
H

	

(See Section 14 of Permit)

Permitted Traffic Volume :

N/A

	

Tons/Day
N/A

	

Gal ./Day

Total :

	

1 .237-PCEa/Day
a- .

Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMB validations)co~
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• to the operator named above,

	

snot transferable. Upon a changef operator, this permit is no longer valid . Further, upon a significant
ge

	

n •

	

operation from that descn .

	

In, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension . The attached permit findings and conditions are integral
• :

	

' s penni - rd supersede the candid . • fany previously issued solid waste facility permits.

. .

	

si;

.~

	

• .

	

-~.• .

7 . Enforcement Agency Name and Addreu:

County of San Mateo.
Environmental Health Services
590 Hamilton Street
Redwood City, CA 94063

.'

Approving s

	

tun

Brian I. Za

	

ctor Environmental Health
Name/Title

Received by

	

m : :

JAN 2 8. 1994

	

..
9 . CIWMB Concurrence Date:

Permit Review Due Date : I I . Permit Issued Date :

3
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number.

	

041 - AA - 0016

	

4

12 . Legal Description of Facility (attach map with RSI) :

	

See Exhibit B .

	

•

13 . Findings:
n .

	

This permit is consistent with the County Solid Waste Management Plan or the County-wide Integrated Solid Waste Management Plan
(CIWMP) . Public Resources Code, Section 50001 . Date of COSWMP 1989.

b .

	

This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) . Public Resources Code,
Section 44010.

c .

	

The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as
determined by the LEA.

d .

	

The South County Fire District has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards as required in Public
Resources Code, Section 44151.

e.

	

An environmental determination (I .e . Notice of Determination) is filed with the State Clearinghouse for all facilities which are not exempt
from CEQA and documents pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6.

f.

	

A County-wide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved by the CIWMB.

g .

	

The following authorized agent has made a determination that the facility is consistent with, and designated in, the applicable general plan:
City of San Carlos and City of Redwood City

	

. Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(s).

h .

	

The following local governing body has made a written finding that surrounding land use is compatible with the facility operation, as required
in Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5(b) : City of San Carlos and City of Redwood City

14 . Prohbitions:
The penninee is prohibited from accepting any liquid waste sludge, non-hazardous wane requiring special handling, designated wane, or hazardous
waste unless such waste is specifically listed below, and unless the acceptance of such waste is authorized by all applicable permits.

a . Leachate . generated as a result of water passing through the municipal solid waste at the Ox Mountain Sanitary Landfill Site , received at the Transfer
Station Building and discharged into the sanitary sewage system at an average of 3000 stallions 7 times per month.

Ir . Used Motor Oil

The permitree is additionally prohibited from the following items:

a . Scavenging.

b . Accenting hazardous wastes(except used motor oil) . infectious wastes . liquid wastes (except leachate as described above) . pesticide containers or
flammable wanes,

e . Accenting dead animals,

•

	

15 . The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility (insert document date in space):
Date Date

[X] Report of Station Information

	

6/93

	

(Xl Contract Agreements - operator and contract 6/82 / 9/88

[X) Land Use Permits and Conditional
Use Permits

	

2/82 / 11/91

	

[ j Waste Discharge Requirements

City of Redwood City Use Permit

	

2/14/82

[X] Air Pollution Permits and Variances

	

.

	

6/93

	

[ j Local & County Ordinances

(X] EIR / Categorical Exemption

	

8/75 / 12/91

	

[ j Fmal Closure & Post Closure Maintenance Plan

12/93() Lease Agreements - owner and operator

	

[X] Amendment. to RH

10/92[ ] Preliminary Closure/Post Closure Plan

	

(X) Other (list): a . NPDES Permit 91-13-DWQ

8/92b . SBSA permit SC 920828

[ ] Closure Financial Responsibility Document

00-E



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number : 041 - AA - 0016

16 . Self Monitoring:

a .

	

Results of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Report of Station Information, will be reported as follows:

The following items shall be monitored by the operator of this facility or his agent . Records including but not limited to these items shall be kept and made available to
the enforcement agency upon request:

1 . Submit to the enforcement agency, on a quarterly basis, a report giving the total tonnage of waste handled per day per month at the Integrated Facility along with the
number of operating days for that month . The monthly totals shall be further broken down so as to specify the number of tons of waste brought in by the public and
the amount by the Scavenger Company . Also to be listed in the report should be the amounts of waste by type which are recycled each month.

2 . The log book of special occurrences and records of total municipal solid waste transferred for disposal must be available on-site for review upon request of the LEA
with reasonable notice.

3 . Leachate monitoring shall be conducted as indicated in the S .B .S .A . 5 year Discretionary Waste Water Discharge Permit No. SC 920828 . The user shall submit
self-monitoring reports in March and September . The reports shall summarize all monitoring data, indicate any exceedances of the discharge limits and indicate the
total volume of leachate discharged in the previous six (6) months . The report shall be sent to S .B .S .A ., the Public Works Department, City of San Carlos, 666 Elm
Street, San Carlos, CA 94070, and San Mateo County LEA.

17. LEA Conditions:

Requirements:

1 . The design and operation of this facility must comply with all of the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal.

2. The design and operation of this facility must comply with all federal, state and local requirements and enactments.

3 . Additional information concerning the design and operation of this facility must be furnished upon request of the enforcement agency.

maximum time that municipal solid waste can be stored at the South Bayside Integrated Facility is 48 hours.

5 . Recyclable materials shall be removed at a frequency of every 60 days and shall be stored which will not create a public health nuisance or interfere with normal
operations.

6 . The log book of special occurrences must be maintained in accordance with CCR Title 14, Section 17462 and 17463.

Provisions .,,.

1 . The following provisions must be met:

a . The nation floor, trailer loading areas, exterior grounds, etc . shall be thoroughly cleaned daily of wastes and litter.

b . All weals down waste water is to be delivered to the municipal sanitary sewer system in accordance with SBSA requirements.

c . All transfer and collection vehicles shall be cleaned daily and maintained in good woj/ ng condition.

d . The uses permitted shall be conducted entirely within an enclosed building, with the exception of the glass bunkers and public buy-back center and storage of
collection vehicles in designated areas.

e .

	

All trash, debris, empty boxes, unbaled paper, and a0 other miscellaneous material shall be stored inside the building and baled paper or other resources
recovered shall be stored outside only when surrounded by a screen not less than six (6) feet in height_

2 . This permit is subject to review by the enforcement Agency-, and may be suspended, revoked, or modified at any time for sufficient cause. . .

3 . Refuss! of permission to the Local Enforcement Agency to inspect any phase of the operation during normal working hour . . .hall be grounds for revocation of this

permit.

4 . The South Bayside Integrated Facility has a design capacity of 3000 tons per day of municipal solid waste and shall not receive more than 3000 tons per day
without a revision of the permit. .

	

. .

	

'
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ATTACHMENT 4

State of California

	

California Environmental •
Protection Agency

M e m o r a n d u m

To

	

Cody Begley

	

Dater 9-30-93
Permits Branch, North
Permitting and Compliance Division

CiNfA C--	 6-0/•12"r-Cs�---L-	
Michelle Marlowe Lawrence
Office of Local Assistance
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : AB 2296 Finding for the Expansion of the South Bayside
Transfer Station

After review of the documents provided for this facility, and the
Preliminary Source Reduction and Recycling Elements for the
jurisdictions which plan to use this facility, planning staff have
made the following findings:

1) The permit revision is consistent with the waste diversion
requirements (PRC 44009);

2) The facility is consistent with the CoSWMP (PRC 50000) ; and
3) The facility is in conformance with the - General plan for the

City of San Carlos (PRC 50000 .5).

Finding of Consistency with waste Diversion Goals (PRC Section
44009):

Most of the jurisdictions which use this facility have diversion
levels of 14 to 19% due to curbside and commercial collection
programs already

	

in

	

place .

	

All

	

jurisdictions

	

are planning
expansions to existing programs

	

which will

	

require additional
handling, storage, and processing space at facilities now on line .
The expansion of this facility to include a building for material
recovery activities is consistent with waste diversion goals.

Source Reduction and Recycling Element (s):

Fifteen of the eighteen jurisdictions within San Mateo County
cooperated on a Joint Source Reduction and Recycling Element
(SRRE) . The Joint SRRE, dated March, 1992, discusses the need to
expand this facility to include a material recovery facility and a
public drop-off/buy-back operation.

From

S
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Cody Begley
2296 Finding - Facility # 41-AA-0016
Page two

•

Local Task Force:

Board staff have contacted LTF staff (San Mateo County Waste
Management staff) to find out how this facility expansion fits in
with the County's overall integrated waste management plans . Staff
determined that the expansion of the facility is necessary to
enable the jurisdictions to meet the mandated diversion goals.

Facility Information:

The South Bayside Integrated Facility is the major transfer
facility for twelve jurisdictions within the county as well as for
a major portion of the unincorporated area of the County . The
waste is transferred to the Ox Mountain landfill . The facility is
currently permitted to receive 3,000 TPD . The permit revision
being requested is to expand the facility to include a Material
Recovery Facility and a public drop-off/buy-back facility . The
collection, sorting, and processing of materials recovered from the
wastestream will occur inside the 50,625 square foot building the
operator is proposing to build on site.

• Conformance with CoSWMP:

PRC Section 50000 requires consistency with the most recently
adopted CoSWMP until an approved CIWMP is in place . Reference to
the need to expand the transfer stations within the County can be
found on page VI-9 of the County Solid Waste Management Plan as
revised in December, 1988 ; therefore this permit is consistent with
the COSWMP.

Consistency with General Plan:

PRC Section 50000 .5 requires consistency with the General Plan of
a county or a city, depending on where the facility is being sited.
The City of San Carlos's Department of City Planning has determined
that the expansion of this facility is located in a land-use area
authorized for solid waste facilities ; and that the land uses
adjacent to the facility are compatible.

Summary:

Local assistance staff have therefore determined that the permit
for the expansion of the South Bayside Integrated Facility will not
prevent or substantially impair the cities or County's ability to
achieve the mandated diversion goals of 25 and 50%.

•
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ATTACHMENT 5

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 94-11

February 24, 1994

WHEREAS, Browning-Ferris Industries of California, Inc .,
operates the South Bayside Integrated Facility in the cities of
San Carlos and Redwood City, San Mateo County ; and

WHEREAS, on January 28, 1994, the County of San Mateo,
Department of Environmental Health Services, acting as Local
Enforcement Agency, submitted to the Board for its review and
concurrence in, or objection to, a revised Solid Waste Facility
Permit for the South Bayside Integrated Facility ; and

WHEREAS, the proposed permit has been revised to increase
the acreage from 4 to 16 .278 ; to integrate the transfer station
operations with the adjacent property where the materials
recovery and recycling operations are located ; and to change the
name of the facility ; and

WHEREAS, the City of San Carlos Planning Department (City),
lead agency for CEQA review, prepared a Class III categorical
exemption for the proposed project and Board staff reviewed the

	

•
categorical exemption as it pertains to the proposed revision to
the Solid Waste Facilities Permit ; and the proposed project will
not have a significant effect on the environment ; and the City
filed a Notice of Exemption with the County Clerk on
December 26, 1991 ; and

WHEREAS, the most recent Board inspection, conducted on
January 18, 1994, documented the site is currently operating in
compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste
Handling and Disposal ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, consistency with the General Plans
of San Carlos and Redwood City ; and compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 41-AA-0016 .

S



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on February 24, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM IL

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a New
Solid Waste Facilities Permit for One Stop Landscape
Supply Center, San Bernardino County.

COMMITTEE ACTION:

At the time that this item went to print, the
Permitting and Enforcement Committee had not yet acted
on this item.

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

Facility Type:

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Tonnage:

Operational
Status:

Waste Type:

Owner :

One Stop Landscape Supply Center,
Facility No . 36-AA-0308

Composting Facility

13024 San .Timoteo Canyon Road

20 acres

The facility is located within the city
limits of Redlands, in San Bernardino County.
The facility is zoned agricultural,
surrounding land use consists of the San
Timoteo Landfill, a dairy, a horse ranch and
a nursery . The closest residence is 1200
feet.

The facility will receive up to 500 tons per
day of compost material consisting of a
maximum of 250 tons per day of sewage
treatment plant sludge.

Operating since 1987

Agricultural wastes, soil, sewage treatment
plant sludge, and wood waste

Larry Curti

Operator :

	

Larry Curti



One Stop Landscape Supply Center

	

Agenda Item No . i41,
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February 24, 1994

LEA : .

	

San Bernardino County
Department Of Environmental Health Services
Local Solid Waste Enforcement Agency
Ms . Pamella Bennett, Director

Proposed Prolect The proposed permit would allow the facility
to accept 500 tons of agricultural wastes, soil, wood and sewage
treatment plant sludge, allowing for only 250 of the 500 tons per
day to be sewage sludge . Under the proposed permit, the
facility's hours of operation will be from 7 :00 a .m . to 5 :00 p .m.
Monday through Saturday.

SUMMARY:

History

On March 16, 1987 a Conditional Use Permit was obtained by One
Stop Landscape Supply Center . The next month the facility began
operating. On August 6, 1987, San Bernardino Local Enforcement
Agency (LEA) issued a notice of violation ordering One Stop
Landscape Supply Center to obtain a Solid Waste Facilities Permit
(SWFP) .

	

On October 13, 1989, the Santa Ana Water Quality
Control Board issued Waste Discharge Requirements . A Report of
Composting Site Information (RCSI) was submitted to the LEA on
February 28, 1990 . Since then the LEA and Board staff have
commented on several draft permit packages, and continued to work
with the operator to obtain all required state, and local permits
before the SWFP could be issued . Although a tentative Notice and
Order was drafted on January 12, 1990, the LEA never issued it
because the operator was making a good faith effort to obtain a
SWFP.

Proiect Description The proposed facility will use the windrow
method of composting . A windrow is first started by placing a
six to nine inch layer of sawdust or other processed wood waste
upon the paved surface . Next, a one foot layer of dewatered
sludge and/or barnyard waste is placed upon the wood waste
followed by another six to nine inch layer of processed wood
waste products . These materials are then rolled from one or both
ends towards the center of the spread with a front end loader.
The finished windrow will be about 20 feet wide, 8 to 10 feet
high and 50 feet long.

Once' a windrow is formed, the internal temperature is monitored
to ensure it is maintained at 55 degrees Celsius for at least 72

•

	

hours before the windrow is turned . The windrows will be turned
every three days for five cycles by a machine which pulverizes
the materials as it turns the windrow materials inside out . This

107



One Stop Landscape Supply Center
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results in the windrow maintaining an internal temperature of 55
degrees Celsius for a total of 15 days . This procedure meets the
requirement of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 503 for
reducing pathogens.

The operator ensures that the 55 degree temperature is maintained
by taking three sets of temperature readings twice daily at two
locations.

Once the above cycle is completed the material will be placed in
a static pile for 45 to 60 days to allow wood products to further
decompose.

Prior to marketing, the material from the static pile is
processed through a combination hammermill/screen to produce an
attractive and marketable product . In addition, soil may be
added to this operation to produce soil amendments as custom
ordered by nurseries.

Since the landfill and the composting site share a common access
road the proposed permit would allow the One Stop Landscape
Supply Center to take advantage of routing the greenwaste which
enters San Timoteo, a County operated landfill located on an
adjacent parcel.

Environmental Controls Environmental control measures for
impacts from potential problems of dust, noise, odor, vectors,
fire, and waste water associated with the operations of
composting are proposed.

In July 1992, a series of odor complaints were filed by a group
of local residents headed by an adjacent land developer . As a
result the South Coast Air Quality Management District operated a
24-hour per day air quality monitoring program at the site for a
period of four months . The results of this monitoring program
were unable to identify One Stop Landscape Supply Center as an
odor source . Methods for controlling odors include avoiding
turning windrows during windy conditions, and a 1000 foot buffer
between the composting facility and other properties . The
operator is currently planting 1000 eucalyptus trees around the
site to further mask odors and to provide visual screening.
Additionally, a chemical odor neutralizer can be sprayed when the
above method is not effective.

Insects and rodents are controlled by spraying which is done
following the raining season and when determined necessary by the
operator or LEA .

0
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Fire control consists of daily monitoring of windrows for hot
spots, daily cleanup of loose debris . An on-site water storage
tank is full at all times and two water trucks are maintained on-
site at all time . Additionally, two portable pumps are kept on
site as a backup measure.

Dust masks and goggles are provided for workers health and
safety . One of the water trucks is used during operating hours
to control dust on-site . Also, all trucks are filtered with
sound deadening and air conditioned cabs . Additionally, windrows
contain approximately 50 . percent moisture content, henceforth
produce little dust . Equipment used in the composting process is
equipped with water misting system for dust suppression . All
outgoing loads are sprayed with water and covered before leaving
the facility.

Site noise is controlled by engines being properly muffled with
manufacturers' noise reducing equipment . To date, no complaints
have been filed for noise . It should be noted that the landfill
which is adjacent to One Stop Landscape Supply Center produces
considerable traffic noise.

On-site drainage control consists of an asphalted pad which is
graded to drain into the lined encatchment basin, which is
designed to handle a 100 year flood event over a 24 hour time
period as required by the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality
Control Board . Off-site drainage control consists of an earth
levee along the southeast border of the site, which is also
designed to withstand a 100-year flood event.

One monitoring well located at the edge of the owner/operator's
property is monitored yearly for total inorganic nitrogen, total
dissolved solids, and other constituents as deemed necessary by
the Executive Officer of the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

Resource Recovery

	

This facility plans to divert up to 500 TPD
of dewatered sewage sludge and agricultural wastes from the
landfill.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, the
Board has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance
of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Since the proposed permit

•

	

for this facility was received on January 21 ., 1994 the last day
the Board may act is March 22, 1994 .

Dq
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February 24, 1994
One Stop Landscape Supply Center

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the permit and supporting documentation, and have found
that the proposed permit is acceptable for the Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making the determination the
following requirements were considered:

1.

	

Conformance with County Plan

The One Stop Landscape Supply Center is not specifically
identified in the 1986 San Bernardino County Solid Waste
Management plan (CoSWMP) . On June 8, 1993 the San
Bernardino County Board of Supervisors adopted Resolution
93-133 approving the One Stop Landscape Supply Center and
the project description . The LEA received no notices of
disapproval, and received resolutions of approval from two
incorporated cities, with 22 others taking no action.
Therefore the facility is deemed as approved by the majority
of the cities/towns within the County of San Bernardino
containing a majority of the population of the incorporated
area of the county . Based on this information staff
concludes that the requirements of PRC Section 50,000(a)(3)
have been met.

2.

	

Consistency with General Plan

According to a letter from the City of Redlands, dated July
14, 1993, the Waste Management Department determined that
the proposed facility is consistent with the then existing
City of Redland's General Plan and with their newly updated
General Plan . This letter also finds adjacent land use to
be compatible . Board staff agree with this determination.

3.

	

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

State law requires the preparation, circulation and adoption
of an environmental document and mitigation reporting or
monitoring program.

On March 16, 1987 the San Bernardino County Planning
Department approved the first Conditional Use Permit (CUP),
and prepared and adopted a Mitigated Negative Declaration
(ND) . Although the ND was not circulated through the State
Clearinghouse, it became effective 180 days after the March
16, 1987 approval, pursuant to PRC, Section 21167 (a).

On November 2, 1989 the San Bernardino County Planning
Commission considered a revision to the CUP, to include a
new building . The San Bernardino County Planning
Commission's action included approval of the revised CUP and
adoption of the March 16, 1987 ND (second adoption of this

•
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document) . The County Planning Department did not file a
Notice of Determination . Again the ND became effective 180
days from the November 2, 1989 approval.

As required by the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the ND identified the project's potential
significant environmental impacts and provided mitigation
measures that would reduce those impacts to a less than
significant levels . At the time the ND was prepared in
1987, the Board did not require composting facilities to
obtain a SWFP . Although a Notice of Determination (NOD) was
not filed, the statute of limitation has expired.

Potential environmental impacts and mitigation measures
associated with the proposed project are identified and
incorporated in the Mitigation Monitoring and Compliance
Program submitted to the Board (Attachment 4).

After reviewing the environmental documentation for the
project, LEA and Board staff have determined that CEQA has
been complied with, and the ND is adequate and appropriate
for the Board's use in evaluating the proposed project.

4. Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Office of Local Assistance make an
assessment, pursuant to PRC 44009, to determine if the
record contains substantial evidence that the proposed
project would prevent or substantially impair the
achievement of waste diversion goals . Based on available
information, staff have determined that the issuance of the
proposed permit would neither substantially impair nor
prevent the participating cities from meeting their waste
diversion goals . The analysis used in making this
determination is included as Attachment 5.

5. Compliance with State Minimum Standards

The LEA has determined that the facility's proposed design
and operation are in compliance with the State Minimum
Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal based on a
review of the submitted Report of Composting Site
Information and addenda thereto and upon monthly site
inspections . The most recent joint Board and LEA inspection
was conducted on December 6, 1993 . Staff found the facility
to be in compliance with all State Minimum Standards.

S
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STAFF COMMENTS:

Because a new Solid Waste Facilities Permit is proposed, the
Board must either concur with or object to the proposed permit as
submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 94-12,
concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
36-AA-0308.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Site Maps
3. Permit No . 36-AA-0308
4. Mitigation Monitoring and Compliance Program
5. AB 2296 Finding of Conformance
6. Permit Decision No . 94-12

Prepared by : G . Anderson/S .Talams	 sell9h4	 Phone :255-2437
o

Reviewed by : Don Dier, Jr .r''C)	 Phone :255-2453

	

40
Reviewed by : Douglas Okumura	

d Q	
.0'/	 Phone :255-2431
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ATTACHMENT 3
JAN 1 3'994

County of San Bernardino
Department of Environmental Health Services
Local Enforcement Agency
385 North Arrowhead Avenue
San Bernardino, California 92415-0160
(714) 387-4655

SOLID WASTE FACILITIES PERMIT

for

One Stop Landscape Supply Center Compostirla F'
ax;

Solid Waste Facility Permit Number :

	

36-AA-030

L

	

The One Stop Landscape

	

.ply Ce>!sg :mposting Facility is an existing operation . The
construction of this facilit)5. gan in e .Yt* 1985 in an effort to encourage recycling by diverting
re-usable wastes fro

	

e , ._the lat ;~ . s and converting this waste into a usable product

The location of'f facility was chosen to take advantage of the routing of the normal waste
stream ente .

	

	e 't-ooperated landfill located on an adjacent parcel . The site is within az
non-contras 3agno lturaLlireserve and is bordered on two sides by the San Timoteo Landfill.
Both the Tan$frl)-and the -composting facility share a common access roadway.

At this location'materials such as wood waste, soil, and agricultural wastes can easily be diverted
to this facility and along with sewage treatment plant sludge, are converted into a variety of soil
amendments through the composting process . The facility uses the windrow method of
composting .

"(o



The following describes the design and operation of the facility as authorized by this permit:

A. Owner/Operator . One Stop Landscape Supply Center Composting Facility, at 13024 San Tim oteo Canyon
Road, is owned and operated by:

Larry Curti
P .O. Box 66
Artesia, CA 90701
(714) 527-4513

B. Location . This facility operates on the Northwest 20 acres of a 160 acre parcel . This 160 acre parcel is
part of the 400 acres surrounding the facility which is owned or controlled by the operator/owner . This 160
acre parcel is further identified as Assessor's Parcel Number 0294-071-10, and where the township/range
is listed as Section 9,12S, R3W, SBBM . A summary is listed below.

Street Address :

	

13024 San Tirnoteo Canyon Road
Redlands, CA 92373

Assessor Parcel Number. 0294-071-10

Township/Range:

	

Section 9, T2S, R3W, SBBM.

The location is identified, detailed, and l isted on the 2 plot plan maps contained within the Report of
Composting Site Information (RCSI) . All roads which are used to access the San Timoteo Landfill are the
same roads which will provide access to this composting facility, and are identified on these maps . These
roads are also identified on the transportation plan.

The plot plan maps and the RCSI are made part of this permit by reference . Please refer to-these maps and
the RCSI for further information.

C. Physical Plant . The stationary facilities located on this site are listed and described as follows . At the west
portion of the property is a building where the offices, employee parking area, wholesale outlet, and
employee sanitary facilities are located . A 25,000 gallon water storage tank and a 1,500 foot long earthen
levee are also located at the facility. The surfaces of the entire composting area (a total of 200,000 square
feet), the static storage area, and the 395,000 gallon storm water catchment basin (leachate control system)
are all paved with asphaltic and portland cement concrete that will prevent water or compost material
contact with the ground surfaces.

The underlying soil at the site was tested to have a permeability of 2 .24x104 cm/sec . Refer to Attachment
"6" of the RCSI for the engineering report and the plot plan for the location where the soil was tested.

The leak detection system, the liner, and the catchment basin are fully detailed on the map of the plot plan.
Please refer to this map for details of these items.

The leachate control system is lined with an impermeable asphaltic concrete which prevents any materials
from coming into direct contact with ground surfaces. This liner underlies the entire composting area, the
static storage area and the catchment basin . All of the above mentioned lined areas drain into the catchment
basin . A down gradient monitoring well is located north of the facility.

The catchment basin is installed with a leak detection system in accordance with the waste discharge
requirements . This system has been constructed in compliance with Chapter 15 (Subchapter 15)
requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board . The Waste Discharge Requirements allow for
the stockpiling of waste so long as it does not create any nuisances.
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There are no other permanent structures on site . All composting operations are conducted using portabl`
equipment . Temporary and portable structures include vehicles, equipment as specified in the RCSI, and
the Hammermill/screen.

The RCSI and the plot plan maps are made part of this permit by reference . Please refer to these maps and
the RCSI for further information.

D . Wastes Received . This facility will recycle all or 100% of the agricultural waste and sewage treatment
plant sludge received for processing and composting . Any other materials brought onto the site that are not
re-usable will be hauled to the San Timoteo Landfill located on adjacent land to the south.

All wastes received by this facility are generated from the Santa Ana Region unless otherwise approved by
the San Bernardino County Department of Environmental Health Services and the LEA . The limits and
boundaries of the Santa Ana Region are shown on a map in attachment "3" of the Report of Composting
Site Information . This map is made part of this permit by reference. Refer to this map for further
information .

	

-

The composition of the wastes received at this facility consist of the following:

1. Agricultural . Includes barnyard wastes, manure, tree trimmings, and land clearing vegetative
matter.

2. Construction and Demolition . Includes scrap lumber, wooden pallets, tree trimmings, land clearing
trees and stumps, sand, gravel, rock, portland cement concrete, and asphaltic concrete.

3. Sewage Treatment Plant Sludge (Sludge) . Includes "pretreated" and de-watered treatment plant
wastes which vary from 15 to 87% moisture content by weight . In addition stockpiled sludge from',

s
%

drying basins is imported as approved.

4. Wood Mill (Wood Waste) . Includes sawdust, wood shavings, scrap lumber, and previously
processed wood from other wood waste recyclers.

- All wastes will be stored and stockpiled at the facility in accordance with the waste discharge requirements
Order No. 89-137.

E. Waste Quantification . The ultimate design capacity of the facility is 500 Tons Per Day (TPD) of
composted material (finished product) . The facility will be permitted for 500 Tons Per Day . The average
TPD that this facility will handle is listed in the table that follows, and also lists the annual tonnage for a
comparison.

Waste Component
Waste Tonnage

Daily Annual
Agricultural 25 Tons 7 .675 Tons
Soil 50 Tons 15 .350 Tons
Sewage Sludge 200 Tons 61,400 Tons
Wood 25 Tons 7,675 Tons

The following are weight and . volume conversion factors for each of the waste components listed above.

Waste Component Volume Weight

Agricultural 1 Cubic Yard

	

. 025 Ton

Soil I Cubic Yard 1 .50 Ton
Sewage Sludge I Cubic Yard 0.80 Ton

Wood 1 Cubic Yard 0.25 Ton

3
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~• F. Method of Operation . This facility will use the windrow method of composting, which follows the
Environmental Protection Agency's "Process to Further Reduce Pathogens" as outlined in 40 Code of
Federal Regulations, Part 257 . Appendix 11(B) . The design and operation of this facility are as specified
by the Report of Composting Site Information dated September 9, 1993 and, by reference, the RCSI is made
part of this permit . Refer to the RCSI for a detailed description of the method of operation and a summary
which is described below.

A windrow is first started by placing a six to nine inch layer of sawdust or other processed wood wastes
upon the paved surface. The area covered in this placement is about 12 feet wide and 50 feet long . Next,
a one foot layer of dewatered sludge and/or barnyard waste is placed upon the waste wood followed by
another six to nine inch layer of processed waste wood products . These materials are then "rolled" from
one or both of the ends toward the center of the spread with a front end loader, or are combined with the
use of a composting machine . The finished windrow will be about 20 feet wide, 8 to 10 feet high and 50
feet long.

After the initial "curing" time has been reached, the windrow will be turned with a mechanical compost
windrow turning machine. This machine pulverizes the materials as it turns the windrow materials from
the outside inward, causing the outside materials to be placed within the center cross-section of a newly
formed windrow . This second stage windrow will also be "cured" for three to five days with frequent
temperature monitoring.

The heat generated from the decomposition of organic materials will control and reduce bacteria levels.
The temperature level of the compost will be monitored to ensure that a temperature of at least 55°C is
maintained in the windrows . The windrow method of composting meets the Environmental Protection
Agency's standards for the Process to Further Reduce Pathogens.

The material from the windrow that has been turned 5 times is then placed in a static pile for another 45
to 60 days to allow the wood products to further decompose.

The final composted material or product will consist of (approximately) 8 parts wood wastes, 4 parts soil
and I part sewage sludge. The product will then be marketed in both bag and bulk form to be used as soil
amendments, to local commercial tree farms, landscapers, and nurseries . If the products-do not meet
Minimum standards for the use intended, they will be reprocessed.

	

.

Quality control, as a matter of routine operation, will be maintained by random sampling and testing . The
type of product composted will determine the method and type of sampling and testing performed . Local
Enforcement Agency assessment of the operations monitoring will be as that described in the self-
monitoring section of this permit.

G. Resource recovery . The entire operation focuses or, the concept of recycling of wastes for beneficial re-use
rather than the recovery of wastes that may otherwise occur at a landfill or transfer station . There is no
Resource Recovery nor Salvaging operations currently underway nor planned for the future at this site. All
materials brought on site will be used as the raw materials to produce a recycled and re-usable product.

All hazardous wastes encountered by One Stop Landscape Supply Center will be handled in a manner
approved by the LEA and-the CIWMB, and as more specifically described in section H of the Findings
portion of this permit.

H. Hazardous waste screening . The following precautions will be taken at the facility to prevent hazardous
wastes from entering the site.

1 .

		

All incoming loads will be visually inspected by the site personnel to assure that unacceptable
wastes will not be delivered .
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2. Signs will be posted at the facility entrance and in the unloading zones stating that hazardous.
wastes are not accepted at this site.

3. Any load of unknown origin will be immediately inspected while the hauler is still on site . If
unacceptable or prohibited wastes are discovered, the load will be rejected . The San Bernardino
County Department of Env ironmental Health Services Hazardous Materials Emergency Response
Team can be contacted if necessary at (714) 387-3044 . Also, in the event of an emergency, the
following individual(s) would also be notified:

Louis Curd

	

Larry Curti
(714) 924-5892

	

(714) 5274513 OR
(714) 826-9186

D. M. "Max" Buchanan
(714) 849-3600

4. Permanent load checking records will be kept on site . The LEA will be notified of any special
occurrence at this facility.

Site personnel are trained to recognize which materials may be considered hazardous and/or unacceptable,
and a listing of these materials is posted on site . Courses for additional training to aid in the screening of
'hazardous waste will be provided for employees as these training courses become available.

Protective equipment will be available for all on site personnel . An emergency eye wash and shower is also
available on site, should they be needed.

L

	

Design Changes . There will be n'o significant changes in design or operation in the next 5 years . Any
anticipated changes not sanctioned by the issuance of this perrnitmay be subject to CEQA review.

J. Hours of Operation . 7 a.m. to 5 p .m . six days a week . Monday. through Saturday . The facility is closed
on Sundays, Christmas, the Fourth of July, and Thanksgiving.

K. Traffic Control. The traffic flow for the site is as specified in the transportation plan and should be referred
to for details . The Transportation Plan is attachment #4 in the RCSI and is made part of this permit by
reference.

II .

	

The following documents condition the operation and design of this facility.

A. Report of Composting Site Information, February 28, 1990, revised March 15, 1990. revised June 10,
1991, revised September 9, 1993 .

	

!/
B. Site Approval No . SA/86-01641E273-129, San Bernardino County Land Management Department, Office

of Planning, March 16, 1987.

C. Conditional Use Permit Number 89-0186/W80-163, County ' of San Bernardino Planning
Department/Planning Commission, November 2, 1989.

D. Negative Declaration, signed by Valery Pilmer on March 16 . 1987 and, adopted by the San Bernardino
County Planning Commission on November 2, 1989 . No Notice of Determination was filed.

E. Mitigation and Monitoring and Compliance Program, 1993.

F. Waste Discharge Requirements, Order No . 89-137, California Regional Water Quality Conuol'Board-
Santa Ana Region . October 13, 1989.

5
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G.

	

Monitoring and Reporting Program No . 89-137, California Regional Water Quality Control Board-Santa
Ana Region, October 13, 1989.

H. Process to Further Reduce Pathogens, Environmental Protection Agency, 40 Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 257, Appendix II(B), July 7, 1987.

I. Diesel Engine Permit, Co . ID. No . 223449, South Coast Air Quality Management District, March 19, 1990.

J. Fire Protection Plan, Damage Control Associates, for the City of Redlands, July 13, 1992.

K. Indemnification Agreement, 1993.

The San Bernardino County Department of Environmental , Health Services, Local Enforcement Agency, has made
the following findings in accordance with Public Resources Code §44010, §50000 & §50000 .5:

A. This permit is consistent with the standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board.

B. This permit is consistent with the provisions of the PRC §50000 as approved by the San Bernardino County
Board of Supervisors, and the majority of the cities in the County of San Bernardino with a majority of the
population as certified by the LEA on September 28, 1993.

C. The authorized agent of the local governing body, the City of Redlands, has pursuant to PRC §50000 .5(a)
determined that the proposed facility is consistent with and designated in the City of Redlands . General Plan.

D. The authorized agent of the local governing body, the City of Redlands, has pursuant to PRC §50000 .5(b)
determined that the surrounding land use is compatible with the facility operation as required by the Public

	

•

	

Resources Code §50000.5(b).

IV.

	

The One Stop Lanrkrape Supply Center Composting Facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards
for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as determined by the LEA on December 6, 1993.

V.

	

The State Fire Marshall has determined that One Stop Landscape Supply composting facility is in conformance with
the applicable fire standards as required by Public Resources Code §44151.

CONDITIONS

Requirements:

1. This facility must comply with State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as stipulated in
California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Article 6§ 17401-17564 and Article 8 . §17801-17824, and
any other subsequent regulations that may apply in the future.

2. This facility must comply with all federal, state and local requirements and enactments, including all mitigation
measures given in any certified environmental document adopted and/or filed pursuant to Public Resources Code,
§ 21081 .6.

3.

	

The facility must comply with the standards of the Federal Environmental Protection Agency's "Process to Further
Reduce Pathogens" as outlined in 40 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 257, Appendix 1I(B).

Any additional information must be provided as required by the LEA.

The sludge composting area shall remain in the area described in the Report of Composting Site Information and
as identified in the plot plan and plot plan maps .

6
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6.

	

Sludge sources shall be consistent with the County of San Bernardino CoSWMP or its equivalent successor, and as.
approved by the County of San Bernardino Department of Environmental Health Services, Local Enforcement
Agency.

7.

	

All sewage sludge shall be incorporated into windrows within 24 hours of delivery.

8. The operator shall furnish the LEA a copy of all analytical results submitted to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board required as part of the monitoring program of WDR order #89-137, or as required within a subsequent WDR
order.

Prohibitions:

	1.

	

This facility shall not accept the following wastes:

A. Municipal Solid Waste (except those wastes listed in I .D. of this permit).

B. Hazardous Wastes (hazardous, extremely hazardous and designated wastes).

C. Hot ashes

D. Burning materials

E. Infectious and/or medical wastes

F. Dead animals

G. Explosives

H. Pesticides

I. Manure from known infected herds or sources as monitored and reported by the County of San Bernardino
Department of Public Health, Veterinary Services Office.

J. Liquid wastes (includes septage)

K. Tires

L. All other wastes that the facility is not approved to handle.

M. Any sewage sludge which has not undergone a process to significantly reduce pathogens (PSRP) .

In



This facility shall not conduct arty of the following activities:

A. Salvaging

B. Scavenging

C. Burning of wastes

D. Discharges of waste off-site

E. The storage of composted materials beyond a time which results in the occurrence of nuisances.

F. Anaerobic biological degradation processes (except as described in the seasoning process).

G. Discharge of dust or odors sufficient to cause a public nuisance or health hazard.

H. Contamination of finished compost by the introduction of raw sewage or sludge or non-composted sludge
or hazardous waste.

I. Receiving or processing hazardous waste.

J. Vector breeding or harborage

3 .

	

The facility shall not allow any water runoff from the composting surfaces to drain off-site . All water contained in
' catchment basins shall not become a vector breeding source or public nuisance.

Specifications:

1. A change in the operator of this facility shall require a new permit

2. No significant change in design or operation from that described in the Findings portion of this permit is allowed,
except for those changes which are required under the Conditions portion of this permit.

3. The maximum permitted daily capacity is 500 tons per day, and this amount shall not be exceeded without first
obtaining a revised permit

4. This facility shall not accept more than 250 tons per day of sewage sludge without first obtaining a revised permit
and a revision of the Conditional Use Permit, and is subject to CEQA review.

5. Sludge sources from outside the Santa Aria Region shall be prohibited as suppliers of sewage sludge unless prior
approval is obtained from the board or council of this jurisdiction and the LEA . Such approvals should be consistent
with the County of San Bernardino CoSWIviP or its equivalent successor.

6. All sludge sources shall be those sources approved and identified by the County of San Bernardino Department of
Environmental Health Services (DEHS), as required by the Conditional Use Permit.

7

	

All requests for new sludge sources shall be submitted to the County of San Bernardino Department of
Env ironmental Health Services and the LEA for approval prior to the rust delivery.

3 .

	

The operator shall institute measures to prevent the tracking of sludge, sludge compost or other materials onto road
surfaces.

The facility must comply with the standards of the' 'Federal Environmental Protection Agency's "Process to Further .
Reduce Pathogens" as outlined in 40 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 257, Appendix II(B).

S



The operator shall conduct chemical or biological lab analyses requested by the LEA. The results of these lab•
analyses shall then be submitted to the LEA for review.

11. The facility operator shall design, construct, and maintain the composting facility to retain within the property all
the precipitation on the areas used for composting and stockpiling of materials which results from up to 3 .75 inches

(9.5 centimeters) of rain in a 24-hour period (25 year, 24-hour storm).

12.

	

The operator shall post a sign at the entrance indicating that no hazardous wastes are accepted, and list other
unacceptable wastes.

13.

	

Operations and deliveries of trucks hauling sewage sludge exceeding one (1) ton shall be limited to no more than
ten (10) trucks (20 truck trips) per day.

14.

	

Upon determination by the enforcement agency, a fly monitoring program shall be implemented util izing methods
and standards prescribed in the California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 17683.

15.

	

All stockpiles are to be limited to a height of 20 feet.

16.

	

Trucks, front end loaders and composters shall be equipped with mufflers to attenuate noise levels in conformance
with County noise standards.

17. The LEA and the San Bernardino County Department of Env ironmental Health Services shall direct the operator to
abate facility dust, odor, noise, the attraction or breeding of flies or other vermin, and other public nuisances . Public

nuisances shall not be permitted to occur as a result of the One-Stop Lane 	 enpe Supply Composting Facility.

Provisions:

1.

	

At monthly intervals the operator will provide to the LEA, by the fifteenth day of each month, a detailed report of
the volumes of sludge, soil, wood and agricultural wastes received or rejected, and volumes of product shipped.

2.

	

This permit is subject to review by the LEA and may be modified, suspended, or revoked for sufficient cause after
a hearing.

3. Rejection of unmixed waste (sludge and organic waste) based upon contaminant levels prescribed in Title 22 CCR,
Article II, as "hazardous" shall include proper disposal of those wastes, unless the loads can be' returned to the
generator. If hazardous elements are determined to have been mixed into processing/composting units, the entire
unit(s) shall be identified as being contaminated . Dispersion through the volume of the composting unit (one or more
windrows) is not considered sufficient proof of non-hazardous status, as this permit does not allow processing of

hazardous wastes. Specific written proof of analysis acceptance by the Department of Health Services, certifying
the units as non-hazardous in nature, shall constitute the only,acceptable alternative to removal and disposal of the

units as hazardous wastes.

4. All vehicles owned or controlled by One-Stop Landscape Supply carrying waste material to the facility and product

from the facility shall be identified on three (3) sides with the name of the facility or hauler and telephone number
in accordance with the County of San Bernardino County Department of Environmental Health Code §330820 to

33 .0849.

5. All vehicles transporting sludge material to the facility shall possess a current, valid, and unrevoked Class 'B' Refuse
Hauler's Permit issued by the County of San Bernardino Department of Environmental Health Services . Records

shall be kept of all haulers and vehicles transporting sludge to the facility for the sole purpose of compliance of this

provision.

6.

	

All vehicles carrying waste material to the facility shall be adequately covered (as requi red by law) to confine the
contents and prevent materials from being windblown or otherwise scattered.

10 .
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The enforcement agency will be provided with a "will serve" letter from an approved sewage treatment plant stating
that liquid waste pumped from the facility's catchment pond will be accepted by the treatment plant.

8. All vehicles removing liquid waste from this facility's catchment pond shall possess a current, unrevoked Liquid
Waste Haulers permit from the County of San Bernardino Department of Environmental Health Services.

9. The catchment, impoundment, or retention pond shall be drained or pumped within 30 days of receiving . rainfall.

10. Any finished compost materials which are deemed by the LEA to create nuisances shall be immediately removed
from the facility.

1J.. The project site has been identified by the San Bernardino County Museum as having potential prehistoric
archaeological resources . Potential impacts to these resources shall be mitigated by field survey, testing, monitoring
of grading, and [if any resources are uncovered] conducting an inventory of such resources.

Self-Monitorina:

1. All monitoring requirements established by the Regional Water Quality Control Board, or any other agency as a
result of a specific order, are herein made a part of this permit, reportable to the enforcement agency within the time
frames established by the issuing authority . Non-compliance shall constitute a violation of the permit conditions and
the LEA may initiate enforcement proceedings.

2. Daily temperature logs of each windrow and seasoning or curing pile shall be maintained and made available for
inspection by the LEA . Log documents shall indicate for each windrow the frequency and the number of readings,
the placement of monitoring points, and the date on which a windrow has been placed into the seasoning or curing
pile.

3. Thermometer calibration records shall be made available for inspection by the LEA . Copies of these records shall
be available for review by the LEA during monthly inspections.

4. The operator shall maintain and keep accurate records of the weights and volumes and origins of all wastes received
daily . This includes : but is not limited to, sludge and manure. Copies of these records shall be made available for

- inspection by the LEA.

5. The operator shall maintain and keep accurate weight and volume records of all products being shipped out daily.
Copies of these records shall be made available for inspection by the LEA.

6. A log of special occurrences, i.e ., fir es, explosions, accidents, hazardous wastes, etc ., shall be maintained and
reported to the LEA (within 24 hours or the next business day) whenever these events occur.

//

	

_

7. The operator shall monitor the number of vehicles utilizing the site and the number of truck trips on a daily basis,
and shall maintain and keep accurate records. Copies of these records shall be made available for inspecdcn by the
LEA on a monthly basis .

MSONEST.PER REV . 10128/93
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ATTACHMENT 4

MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

Solid Waste Sludge Composting Facility
DBA: One Stop Landscape Supply Center

Composting Facility
SWIS #36-AA-0308

This mitigation monitoring and compliance program has been prepared for use in implementing conditions
for: CURTI, LARRY ; SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT, SWIS #36-AA-0308.

The program has been prepared in compliance with state law and the conditions of approval applied to
the project by San Bernardino County.

This mitigation monitoring and compliance program includes the 1987 Site Approval and the 1989 Conditional
Use Permit (CUP) Mitigation Measures . Additionally, this monitoring and compliance program also includes
mitigation measures required as a result of the Solid Waste Facilities Permit. Public Resources Code
§21081 .6 requires adoption of a reporting or monitoring program for those'conditions of approval placed on
a project to mitigate or avoid adverse effects on the environment.

The monitoring program contains the following elements :

	

S
1. The conditions of approval that act as impact mitigation measures are recorded with the action and

procedure necessary to ensure compliance . In some instances, one action may be used to verify
implementation of several conditions of approval, such as grading plans review and erosion control
plans review.

2. A procedure for compliance and verification has been outlined for each action necessary . This
procedure designates who will take action, what action will be taken and when, and to whom and
when compliance will be reported.

3 The program contains a separate Mitigation Monitoring and Compliance Record for each action . On
each of these record sheets, the pertinent actions and dates will be logged, and copies of permits,
correspondence or other relevant data will be attached . Copies of the records will be submitted to
the County of San Bernardino Department of Environmental Health Services (DENS), Local
Enforcement Agency.

4. The program has been designed to be flexible . As monitoring progresses, changes to compliance
procedures may be necessary based upon recommendations by those responsible for the program.
As changes are made, new monitoring compliance procedures and records will be developed and
incorporated into the program

CSWPSI\MSMITMO.PRO
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

1 . An on-site reservoir shall be installed . The on-site reservoir should be maintained with a minimum
water level at all times . The reservoir should'have at least 250,000 gallons of water available for fire
fighting purposes.

IMPLEMENTATION ANDVERIFICATION

ACTION 1 : This condition shall be inspected by the San Bernardino County Department of
Environmental Health Services as part of the monthly Local Enforcement agency (LEA)
inspections ..

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : The reservoir has already been installed/completed . Maintenance of the reservoir and
water availability will be inspected monthly by the San Bernardino County Department of Environmental
Health Services, (LEA).

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

0'

	

FEE:

	

CHECK NO.:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

2

	

I11



MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

2. Fire lanes shall be provided between product pile-rows, as required by the fire district, to allow for
adequate fire control.

3. Individual product piles shall not be closer than 50 feet to any structure nor shall they be any closer
than 35 feet to any property line, as outlined in the Fire District Standards.

4. Are department access roads shall be provided and maintained around all operations according to
the plot plan submitted to the fire department and these access roads are to be a minimum of20 feet
in width. These driveways and roads shall be maintained as an all weather surface, designed to
support the imposed load of emergency vehicles . The plot plan shall show the location of all raw
material piles. The minimum distance between the access roads and the piles should be a minimum
of 10 feet.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

		

The applicant/operator shall prepare and submit to the fire department a plot plan that
illustrates each item above . .

ACTION 2:

		

The fire department shall review the plot plan for conformance with the standards and
requirements stated above.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : Conditions 2 and 3 are on-going conditions . These (minimum spacing) conditions shall
be inspected by the San Bernardino County Department of Environmental Health Services as part of the
monthly Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) inspections . Condition 4 shall be completed prior to issuance of
a Solid Waste Facilities Permit from the San Bernardino County Department of Environmental Health
Services . Requirements of conditions 2 and 3 shall be reflected in the plot plan required by condition 4.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE :

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED :

J

3
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

5. On-site hydrants shall be spaced around the operation at distances not to exceed 250 feet . The
hydrants should be 6" with a minimum of one 4" and one 2 1/2" outlet.

6. New hydrants should be fed by new 6" underground water piping . The new piping should be
connected to the existing piping fed by the well, however, control valves and check valves are
needed between the existing piping and the new piping . This is needed so when the Fire
Department pumps into the system from the reservoirs, the existing water system will not be
contaminated or subjected to the high pressures created by the pumper trucks.

7. The piping for the on-site hydrants should also have a connection for the Are Department pumper
so they can supply the hydrant system from the on-site reservoirs. The connection for the pumpers
should be a minimum of 6" in size and have either a total of three 2 1/2" hose inlets, or a 4" and one
2 1/2" hose inlet.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

The applicant/operator shall install the on-site hydrants and associated water piping.

ACTION 2 :

		

The Fire Department shall review the installation of the on-site hydrants and associated
water piping for conformance with standards and regulations.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED: These conditions shall be completed prior to issuance of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE:

	

CHECK NO.:

APPROVED BY : .

	

DATE APPROVED:

4
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

8. Raw material piles and screened material piles of the hammermilVscreening operation should be
maximum of 2,500 square feet in size . The maximum height of any pile should not exceed 20 feet
in height. The maximum volume of any pile should not exceed 50,000 cubic feet.

9. The hammermilVscreening operation piles should not exceed 100 feet in length or 50 feet in width.

10. Vehicular access aisles should be provided . every 100 feet between hammerm ill/screening operation
piles. These aisles should be a minimum of 30 feet in width.

11. Individual piles should not be closer than 50 feet to the hammermilVscreening operation (exception
is the discharge pile from the hammermilVscreen).

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 : The applicant/operator shall prepare and submit to the Fire Department a plot plan in
accordance with condition #4 . Design of the hammermilVscreening operation and piles shall
be included on the plot plan.

ACTION 2:

		

The Fire Department shall review the plot plan for conformance with standards and
requirements stated above.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : These conditions (8, 9, 10 and 11) shall be incorporated into the plot plan required by
condition #4, and, reviewed and approved by the Fire Department prior to the issuance of the Solid Waste
Facilities Permit. The dimensions, volumes, and distances of the hammermilVscreening operation piles shall
be inspected by the County Department of Environmental Health Services as part of the monthly Local
Enforcement Agency (LEA) inspections.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE :

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

5
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. MITIGATIONMONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

12. Annually, by May 30 of each year, a groundwater sample from the private well shall be analyzed for
total inorganic nitrogen, total dissolved solids, total colifonn organisms and other constituents as
deemed necessary by the Executive Officer of the Regional Water Quality Control Board based upon
results of sludge analyses.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

. ACTION 1 :

		

\The applicant/operator shall have a groundwater sample delivered through a chain-of-
custody to a certified lab for analysis.

ACTION 2: Copies of the lab analysis and results shall be provided to the Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) and the County Department of Environmental Health Services for
evaluation, by May 30 of each year.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED: The groundwater shall be sampled and analyzed annually ; or more frequently if
determined necessary by the Regional Water Quality Control Board . The analytical results of the water
sampling are to be included in the quarterly report required by the Waste Discharge Requirement (WDR)
monitoring and reporting program.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE : .

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

6

	

131



MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

	

•
13. The project shall be designed and constructed so that all working areas which come in contact with

composting manure and/or sludge will have a maximum permeability of 1 X 105 cm/sec.

14. A plan shall be submitted to DENS detailing methods to be used for creating impervious surfaces
in the initial drying and blending area, static composting area, final product area and water catchment
area. The operator shall develop a work plan for regular inspection and maintenance of the working
surface. The plan shall be approved by the County Department of Environmental Health Services.
The workplan shall include an inspection schedule and details concerning the methods that shall be
used to repair any cracking or damage to the impervious surface . Leachate from these areas shall
be collected for disposal in a manner satisfactory to DENS and the Regional Water Quality Control
Board . Phone 909/387-4655.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

		

The applicant/operator of the facility shall prepare a work plan detailing the methods to be
used for maintenance and inspection of the facility, and submit the plan to DENS.

ACTION 2 :

	

DEHS shall review and direct the revisions, corrections, and completion of the work plan.

ACTION 3 :

		

DENS shall approve the work plan when revisions and corrections (if required), have been
submitted by the applicant/operator.

ACTION 4 :

		

DENS shall assure compliance with the work plan by conducting inspections as identified in
the inspection schedule.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : Construction of the working surfaces to a permeability of 1 X 10' 5 cm/sec. for the initial
drying and blending area, static composting area, final product area, and water catchment area, has already
been completed . The Department of Environmental Health Services Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) shall
inspect the surfaces in accordance with the inspection schedule . Should any cracking or damage to the
impervious surface occur the applicant/operator shall be required to immediately repair such damage in
accordance with the work plan .

	

'/

DATE COMPLETED:
SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:
FEE:

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY:

	

DATE APPROVED :

•

7
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MfT1GAT1ON MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

• CONDITION

15. Rainfall runoff from composting operations of the site shall be collected in a double-lined impervious
catchment basin designed to meet the permeability requirement of the RWQCB . The water shall
be reused on site or disposed of in a manner approved by the RWQCB.

16. The catchment basin (leachate collection system) will be constructed incompliance with Subchapter
15 (i .e . Chapter 15) requirements, and will include a leak detection system between the liners.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

The applicant/operator shall construct/improve the catchment basin, to be double lined.

ACTION 2 :

	

Periodic inspection of the catchment basin shall be performed by DENS (LEA).

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : These conditions have been completed . The Department of Environmental Health
Services Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) shall inspect the catchment basin in accordance with the
inspection schedule prepared per condition #14.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE:

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

8



MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

17. The discharger shall design, construct, and maintain the composting facility to retain within the
property all the precipitation on the areas used for composting and stockpiling of materials which
results from up to 3 .75 inches (9 .5 centimeters) of rain in a 24-hour period (25 year, 24-hour storm).

18. The facility shall retain runoff resulting from a 24-hour, 25 year storm over the working surfaces.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

The applicant/operator shall construct the composting surface in a manner that on-site
rainfall drains to the catchment basin.

ACTION 2 :

	

Periodic inspection of the composting surface shall be performed by DEHS (LEA).

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN. REQUIRED : These conditions have been completed . The Department of Environmental Health
Services Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) shall inspect the runoff surfaces in accordance with the inspection
schedule prepared per condition #14.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE:

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED :

•

9
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCEPROGRAM

CONDITION

19.

	

All the composting and stockpiling areas shall be protected from inundation by a 24-hour, 100-year
frequency storm.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

The applicant/operator shall construct the berm in a manner that rainfall runoff is diverted
away from the composting pile work area.

ACTION 2 :

	

Periodic inspection of the berm shall be performed by DEHS (LEA).

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED: This condition has been completed : The Department of Environmental Health Services
Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) shall inspect the berm in accordance with the inspection schedule prepared
per condition #14.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE :

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

•
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

20. All water contained in the catchment basin shall not become a vector breeding source or public
nuisance.

21. The catchment basin shall be drained or pumped within 30 days of receiving rainfall.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

The applicant/operator shall drain/pump the catchment basin.

ACTION 2 :

	

DENS shall assure compliance with these vector breeding control methods during the
monthly solid waste facilities site inspection.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED: Conditions #20 and #21 are on-going conditions . The Department of Environmental
Health Services Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) shall perform the monthly solid waste facilities site
inspection within 10 days of rainfall occurring at the site.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE:

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED :

•

11
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

22. All processes and phases of the composting operation shall be controlled to confine dust on site.

23. The project shall be designed and constructed so that all working areas which come in contact with
composting manure and/or sludge will have a maximum permeability of 1 X 105 cm/sec.

24. The facility operator shall take measures to prevent the off-site migration of windblown manure,
sludge, and other materials, and institute adequate measures to minimize the creation of dust.

25. All driveways and employee parking areas shall be adequately dustproofed (i .e ., paved, graveled,
and/or compacted).

26. The applicant shall ensure an adequate water supply and distribution system incorporating the use
of water trucks with pressure spray facilities and/or irrigation to control dust and stabilize compost
stockpiles during windy conditions.

27. Stockpiles of manure, sludge, and other materials shall not exceed a height of twenty (20').

28. The applicant shall ensure that all outside mixing, screening, and loading operations are suspended
during periods of high winds (25 mph average or greater), and compost piles will be watered
sufficiently during such times to control the blowing dust.

29. During periods of high winds (25 mph average or greater), the project operators shall not receive
manure truck deliveries, nor shall manure compost mixing and/or turning take place.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION

	

Applicant/operator shall pave/graveVcompact the parking areas.

ACTION 2 :

	

The City Building Department shall inspect the parking areas before the Solid Waste
Facilities Permit is issued.

ACTION 3 :

	

Applicant/operator shall cease operations during periods of high winds.

ACTION 4 :

	

Applicant/operator shall stabilize compost stockpiles during any windy conditions by applying
water to the stockpiles.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED: All of these conditions are on-going conditions. Conditions #23 and #25 have already
been completed . Suspended operations during high winds, and use of the water spraying equipment, shall
be verified during the monthly Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) inspections.

•

12
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DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:
FEE :

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

13
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCEPROGRAM

CONDITION

. 30. Sludge sources from outside the Santa Ana Region shall be prohibited as suppliers of sewage
sludge unless prior approval is obtained from the board or council of this jurisdiction and the LEA.
Such approvals should be consistent with the County of San Bernardino CoSWMP or its equivalent
successor.

31. All sludge sources shall be those sources approved and identified by the County of San Bernardino
Department of Environmental Health Services (DEHS)•as required by the Conditional Use Permit.

32. All requests for new sludge sources shall be submitted to the County of San Bernardino Department
of Environmental Health Services (LEA) for approval prior to the first delivery.

33. The operator shall maintain and keep accurate records of the weights and volumes and origins of
all wastes received daily . This includes, but is not limited to, sludge and manure . Copies of these
records shall be made available for inspection by the LEA.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

The applicant/operator shall submit and gain approval of any/all sludge sources.

ACTION 2 :

		

The applicant/operator shall prepare the records of the weights, volumes and origins of all
wastes received daily.

ACTION 3 :

		

The County Department of Environmental Health Services Local Enforcement Agency (LEA)
shall inspect these records during the monthly site inspection.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED: These conditions are on-going conditions . New sludge sources shall not be delivered
to the site prior to attaining approval from the County Department of Environmental Health Services . Records
of weight/volume/origin shall be kept daily by the operator . The records shall be inspected by the County
Department of Environmental Health Services Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) during the monthly site
inspections.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE :

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

14



MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCEPROGRAM

CONDITION

34. For each source of municipal sludge received, the discharger shall provide analytical results of the
following constituents:

Total Inorganic Nitrogen
Ammonia Nitrogen
Nitrates
Total Dissolved Solids
Percent Soils
pH
EPA Priority Pollutant (List included in WDRs)

35. The operator shall conduct chemical or biological lab analyses requested by the LEA . The results
of these lab analyses shall then be submitted to the LEA for review.

36. All analyses shall be conducted at a laboratory certified for such analyses by the State Department
of Health Services.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

		

Applicant/operator of the facility shall submit sludge samples to a certified laboratory for
analysis.

ACTION 2 : Results of sludge sample analysis shall be submitted to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board and the LEA for evaluation on a quarterly basis in accordance with the WDR
monitorina and rannrtinn nrnnram

ACTION 3: Sludge sources that comply with constituent criteria of the LEA are approved for the
transport and use at the site . Sludge sources that do not comply with constituent criteria of
the LEA are not approved for transport and use at the site.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : These conditions are on-going conditions'.- Sludge sample analysis and evaluation shall
occur on a quarterly basis for each sludge source . Sludge sources shall not be transported and used at the
site prior to approval from the LEA_.

DATE COMPLETED:
SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY : .

FEE :

	

CHECK NO . : APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED :

•

15
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

37. The facility shall not accept hazardous waste as listed in the Solid Waste Facilities Permit
"prohibitions" section.

38. All incoming loads will be visually inspected by site personnel to . assure that unacceptable wastes
will not be delivered.

39. The operator shall post a sign at the entrance indicating that no hazardous wastes are accepted, and
list other unacceptable wastes.

40. The facility must comply with the standards of the Federal Environmental Protection Agency's
"Process to Further Reduce Pathogens" as outlined in 40 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 257,
Appendix II(B).

41. Daily temperature logs of each windrow and seasoning or curing pile shall be maintained, and made
available for inspection . by the LEA. Log documents shall indicate for each windrow the frequency
and the number of readings, the placement of monitoring points, and the date on which a windrow
has been placed into the seasoning or curing pile.

42. Thermometer calibration records shall be made available for inspection by the LEA . Copies of these
records shall be submitted to the LEA on a monthly basis.

43. The applicant/operator shall not accept or transport to the site manure from known infected herds
or sources as monitored and reported by the County of San Bernardino Department of Public Health,
Veterinary Services Office.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

Applicant/operator shall post the sign indicating no hazardous wastes are accepted.

ACTION 2 : All incoming loads will be visually inspected by the site personnel to assure that
unacceptable waste will not be delivered . If hazardous waste are discovered, the load will
be rejected .

is
ACTION 3 :

		

The operator shall prepare daily temperature logs and monthly thermometer calibration
records.

ACTION 4 : The County. Department of Environmental Health Services Local Enforcement Agency (LEA)
shall review the daily temperature logs and monthly thermometer calibration records during
the monthly site inspections.

ACTION 5 : The County Department of Environmental Health Services Local Enforcement Agency (LEA)
shall verify manure is not from infected herds or sources by comparing the operator's records
with reports from the County of San Bernardino Department of Public Health, Veterinary ..
Services Office .

16



COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : Conditions #37 and #40 are on-going conditions . Condition #39 has already been
completed. Conditions #40, #41, #42 and #43 are verified by the County Department of Environmental Health •
services Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) during the monthly site inspections . Conditions #37 and #40 are
verified by LEA inspection of the quarterly sludge sample analysis required by conditions #34 and #35, and
by inspection of the load checking records.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE :

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY : DATE APPROVED:

17
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCEPROGRAM

CONDITION

44. Hours of operation shall be limited to 7 :00 a .m. - 5 :00 p .m. The facility shall be permitted to operate
six (6) days per week.

45. The operators shall ensure that all trucks, front end loaders, and composters used during project
operations are quipped with mufflers to attenuate noise to levels within the standards and regulations
of the San Bernardino County DEHS.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

Hours of operation shall be posted at the site.

ACTION 2 :

	

The operator shall install mufflers on the trucks, loaders, and composters.

ACTION 3 :

	

The County Department of Environmental Health Services shall verify installation of mufflers
before issuance of the Solid Waste Facilities Permit.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : These are on=going conditions . Condition #44 has already been completed . Condition
#45 is required prior to issuance of the Solid Waste Facilities Permit.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE :

	

CHECK NO.:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

18
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

	

S
46 . All vehicles transporting manure and sludge to the facility shall possess a current, valid, and unrevoked

Class "B" Refuse Hauler's Permit . Records shall be kept of all manure and sludge haulers and vehicles
utilizing the facility for the sole purpose of compliance with this provision.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACT10N 1 :

	

The applicant/operator shall provide evidence to DEHS of attaining a Class "B" waste hauler's
permit for all vehicles used in transporting manure and sludge to and/or from the site.

ACTION 2:

	

The applicant/operator shall maintain permit records of all manure and sludge haulers utilizing
the facility.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : This is an on-going condition . Evidence of waste hauler's permits shall be provided to
the San Bernardino County Environmental Health Services Department Local Enforcement Agency (LEA)
prior to issuance of a Solid Waste Facilities Permit . Permit records shall be made available to the County
Department of Environmental Health Services for review as part of the monthly Local Enforcement Agency
(LEA) inspections.

DATE . COMPLETED :

	

•
SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE :

	

CHECK NO.:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

19
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

47. All vehicles transporting manure, sludge, and composted material to the facility shall be adequately
covered (as required by law) to confine the contents and prevent materials from being windblown or
otherwise scattered.

IMPLEMENTATION ANDVERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

The applicant/operator shall post a sign at the entrance of the site which states all vehicles
transporting manure, sludge, and composted material shall be covered.

ACTION 2 :

	

The use of tarp-covers will be verified during the monthly Local Enforcement Agency (LEA)
inspections.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED: Condition #47 is a general on-going condition . Enforcement of the State Vehicle Code
requiring vehicles transporting manure, sludge, and compost materials to be covered, shall be performed by
the California Highway Patrol . The use of tarp-covers will be verified during the monthly Local Enforcement
Agency (LEA) inspections.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE:

	

CHECK NO.:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

20
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.MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCEPROGRAM

CONDITION

48. Operations and deliveries of trucks hauling sewage sludge exceeding one (1) ton shall be limited to no
more than ten (10) trucks (20 truck trips) per day.

49. The operator shall monitor the number of vehicles utilizing the site and the number of truck trips on a
daily basis, and shall maintain and keep accurate records . Copies of these records shall be made
available for inspection by the LEA.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

The applicant/operator of the facility shall establish a truck sign-in sheet and shall maintain
a daily log to record all trucks exceeding one ton that arrive or depart from this site.

ACTION 2 :

	

The applicant shall submit the log for review and evaluation by the County Department of
Environmental Health Services on a monthly basis.

ACTION 3 :

	

The County Department of Environmental Health Services shall sign-off on each log and
assure compliance with this condition on a monthly basis.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED: These are on-going conditions . The County Department of Environmental Health
Services shall verify the truck deliveries and capacities by reviewing the sign-in sheet and daily log as part
of the monthly Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) inspection

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE :

	

CHECK NO.:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

21



MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

• CONDITION

50. All sewage sludge shall be incorporated into windrows within 24 hours of delivery.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

The applicant/operator shall mix the sludge with green waste, manure, and /or soil, forming
windrows within 24 hours of receipt of the sludge.

ACTION 2 :

	

The County Department of Environmental Health Services shall verify the timely incorporation
of the sludge into windrows, during the monthly Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) inspections.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : Condition #50 is to be completed within 24 hours of receipt of the sludge . LEA
inspections are performed monthly.

DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE :

	

CHECK NO.:

al' APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

22
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCE PROGRAM

CONDITION

51. The sludge composting activity shall remain in the area described in the Report of Composting Site
Information as identified in the plot plan and plot plan maps.

52. The maximum permitted daily capacity is 350 tons per day, and this amount shall not be exceeded
without first obtaining a revision of this permit.

53. This facility shall not accept more than 250 tons per day of sewage sludge without first obtaining a
revision of this permit and a revision of the Condition Use Permit, and is subject to CEQA review.

54. Any finished compost materials which create nuisances shall be immediately removed from the facility.

55. At monthly intervals, the operator will provide to the LEA, by the fifteenth day of each month, a detailed
report of the volumes of sludge, soil, wood and agricultural wastes received or rejected and volumes
of product shipped.

56. The operator shall maintain and keep accurate weight and volume records of all products being shipped
out daily. Copies of these records shall be made available for inspection by the LEA.

57. A log of special occurrences, i .e ., fires, explosions, accidents, hazardous wastes, etc ., shall be
maintained and reported to the LEA (within 24 hours or the next business day) whenever these events
occur.

IMPLEMENTATION AND VERIFICATION

ACTION 1 :

	

The applicant/operator shall handle the sludge and other materials in volumes specified, and
only within the specified composting area.

ACTION 2 :

	

The applicant/operator shall prepare records and prepare a monthly report of the volumes
of material received, processed, and shipped.

ACTION 3 :

	

The applicant/operator shall maintain an on-going log of special occurrence.

ACTION 4 : The Department of Environmental Health Services Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) shall
review the records and reports, and special occurrences log, during the monthly site
inspections.

COMPLIANCE RECORD

WHEN REQUIRED : Each of these conditions are on-going conditions . Weight and volume records are kept
daily by the operator. The operator prepares the report of material volumes on a monthly basis . The log of
special occurrences is maintained continuously . , The LEA reviews each of these documents monthly .

•

a
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DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE:

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY :

	

DATE APPROVED:

24
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND COMPLIANCEPROGRAM

CONDITION

58. The project site has been identified by the San Bernardino County Museum as having potential
prehistoric archaeological resources . Potential-impacts to these resources shall be mitigated by field
survey, testing, monitoring of grading, and [if any resources are uncovered] conducting an inventory of
such resources.

IMPLEMENTATIONANDVERIFICATION

ACTION 1 : Conduct a field survey for historical resources, especially prehistoric archaeological
resources, within undisturbed portions of the project area not surveyed previously for such
resources.

ACTION 2 :

	

Conduct subsurface testing for buried archaeological resources . If subsurface testing is not
conducted, then monitoring of grading and construction is recommended.

ACTION 3 : Inventory all historical resources, including archaeological and historic resources older than
45 years, and resources that have achieved significance within the last 50 years using
appropriate State record forms, following guidelines in the California Office of Historic
Preservation manuals for archaeological and historic resources . Submit two copies of the
completed forms to the San Bernardino County Archaeological Information Center for
assignment of State trinomials.

ACTION 4 : Evaluate the significance of integrity of all historical resources within the project area, using
criteria established in Appendix K of the CEQA Guidelines for important archaeological
resources and/or 36 CFR 60.4 for eligibility for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

ACTION 5 : Propose mitigation measures, and recommend conditions of approval (if a local government
action) to eliminate adverse project effects to significant, important and unique historical
resources, following appropriate CEQA and/or National Historic Preservation Act Section 106
guidelines.

ACTION 6 : Prepare a technical historical resources management report, documenting the inventory (if
any), evaluation, and proposed mitigation of%resources within the project area (following
guidelines for Archaeological Resource Management Reports prepared by the California
Office of Historic Preservation, Preservation Planning Bulletin 4(a), December 1989) . Submit
one copy of the completed report (with original illustrations) to the San Bernardino County
Archaeological Information Center for permanent archiving ..

WHEN REQUIRED: These actions will be performed in-conjunction with any additional grading of
undisturbed areas that might occur within the 20-acre site . These actions will be
performed in-conjunction with field consultants and the resulting documentation
submitted to the San Bernardino County Archaeological Information Center.
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DATE COMPLETED:

SUBMITTED TO COUNTY BY:

FEE:

	

CHECK NO .:

APPROVED BY:

	

DATE APPROVED:
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ATTACHMENT . 5

State of California

	

California Environmental
Protection Agency

MEMORANDUM

To :

	

Georgianne Anderson

	

Date : December 23, 1993
Permits Branch, South
Permitting and Enforcement Division

From :
Toni G-lloway
Office of Local Assistance
Governmental .& Regulatory Affairs Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : Conformance Findings for One-Stop Landscape Supply
Center Composting Facility, Facility Number 36-AA-0308

The proposed project involves a new solid waste facilities permit
for the One-Stop Landscape Supply Center Composting Facility
(OSLSCCF) located in the City of Redlands, San Bernardino County.
The facility is located on the northwest 20-acre portion of . a
160-acre parcel on a non-contract agricultural preserve and is
hr,rriarorl nn teen cirlcc by tha Can Timntcn Landfill

	

At_ Chic
location, materials such as wood waste, soil, and agricultural
wastes can easily be diverted to this facility and along with
sewage treatment plant sludge, are converted into a variety of
soil amendments through the composting process . . The wastes
arriving at this site are generated within the Santa Ana Regional
Water Quality Control boundaries, which include portions of San
Bernardino, Orange, and Riverside Counties.

The ultimate design of the facility 2s 500 tons per day (TPD);
however, the permit will allow the facility to receive 350 TPD
due to the limitation on the amount of sludge that can be
received.

Salvaging and resource recovery activities are not permitted-or
planned at this site . The only current activity is recycling of.
the raw materials into compost to be used as soil amendments.
However, future operatibns at this site could include:

a .

	

Recycling of broken portland cement concrete and
asphaltic concrete to produce .a material suitable for
roadway base gravel .

a
w'1

132



Georgianne Anderson
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b : A drop-off/buy-back center as a resource recovery
operation for building materials and household
appliances.

c . A community supported and operated drop-off point for
recyclables such as glass, aluminum, paper, plastic and '
cardboard.

The only materials received at the site that are not used in the
composting operation are paper, rocks, chunks of wood and metal
objects . These items, - which account for less than 1% of the
materials delivered to the site, are separated from the
acceptable materials and are disposed of in the County operated
San Timoteo landfill which is located about 1/4 mile from the
project.

There is no contractual agreement between the facility
owner/operator and anyone involved in the operation, indicating
that no flow control agreements have been established.

0 PRC 44009 :

	

Waste Diversion Requirement

Board staff have reviewed the proposed OSLSCCF Permit, the
OSLSCCF Report of Composting Site Information, and the Source
Reduction Recycling Elements for the County of San Bernardino and
the City of Redlands . More than 99% of all materials imported to.
the facility will be composted . Any other materials brought onto_
the site that are not re-usable will be loaded and hauled to the
San Timoteo Landfill, located adjacent to the composting site.

The design capacity of'the facility is :500 tons per day (TPD) or
182,500 tons per year (TPY) of composted materials based on a 365
day year . Currently the plant operates 307 days per year,
producing only 21% of its capacity . The average amount of raw
materials received at the plant, in TPY, consists of the
following :

a. Agricultural wastes,
b. Soil,
c. Sewage . sludge,
d :

	

Wood wastes, .

Total amount of wastes received per year = 92,100 TPY

These figures represent quantities of wastes which would normally
be disposed of, however, due to the existence of the OSLSCC?, are
being diverted and composted into useful soil amendments . These

7,675 TPY
15,350 TPY
61,400 TPY
	 7,675 TPY
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S

new products are then sold to local commercial tree farms,
landscapers and nurseries.

Based on this review, staff have determined that the proposed
permit for the OSLSCCF will not prevent or substantially impair
the San Bernardino County's achievement of the waste diversion
requirements of AB 939.

. PRC 50000 :

	

Conformance with CoSWMP

On October 4, 1993, the CIWMB received a letter from San
Bernardino County's Department of Environmental Health
Services/Local Enforcement Agency (DEHS/LEA) certifying that, on
June 8, 1993, the San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors
adopted Resolution Number 93-133 approving the OSLSCCF site and
project description . This letter also indicates that the
DEHS/LEA received no notices of disapproval, and received
resolutions of approval from two incorporated cities, with 22
others taking no action . Therefore, pursuant to the statute, the
facility is deemed as approved by the majority of the
cities/towns within the County of San Bernardino containing a
majority of the population of the incorporated area of the
county . Therefore, the OSLSCCF meets the requirements of PRC
50000.

PRC 50000 .5 :

	

Consistency with the General . Plan

According to a letter from the City of Redlands Environmental
Health Services, dated July 14, 1993, the Waste Management
Department determined that the proposed OSLSCCF is consistent
with the City of Redlands General Plan and with their newly
updated General Plan which should be/ladopted in the relative
short future .- This letter also finds adjacent land use to be
compatible.

Summary of Conclusions

	

.

Based upon the review of submitted documents, the proposed permit
revision conforms with the provisions of AB 2296 as follows:

1 .

	

The permit is consistent with the State's waste
diversion requirements (PRC 44009) .
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2.

	

The facility has been approved by the County of San
Bernardino and by a majority of the cities within the
county which contain a majority of the population of
the incorporated area of the county (PRC 50000).

3.

	

The facility is consistent with the City of Redlands
General Plan (PRC 50000 .5).

If you have any questions or comments, please call Tabetha
Yandell at (916) 255-2659.

k
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ATTACHMENT 6

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 94-12

February 24, 1994

WHEREAS, One Stop Landscape Supply Center Composting
Facility, is owned and operated by Mr . Larry Curti ; and

WHEREAS, San Bernardino County, Department of Environmental
Health Services acts as the Solid Waste Local Enforcement Agency
(LEA) ; and

WHEREAS, the County of San Bernardino, the lead agency for
CEQA review, prepared three Mitigated Negative Declarations for
the proposed project ; and the proposed projects will not have a
significant effect on the environment ; and mitigation measures
were made a condition of the approval of the proposed project;
the Negative Declarations were approved on March 16, 1987,
November 2, 1987, and although the ND's were not circulated
through the State Clearinghouse, it became effective 180 days
after the March 16, 1987 and November 2, 1987 approvals, pursuant
to PRC, Section 21167 (a) ; and

WHEREAS, the County of San Bernardino issued a Conditional
Use Permit on March 16, 1987 and a revised Conditional Use Permit
on November 2, 1989 ; and

WHEREAS, Waste Discharge Requirements, Order 89-137, were
issued to One Stnn T .anAcrann C11YTll rent .,

	

n,—L--

	

: ;c
and

WHEREAS, a Notice of Violation was issued on August 6, 1987
ordering the operator to obtain a Solid Waste Facility Permit;
and

WHEREAS, a tentative Notice and Order was drafted by the LEA
in 1990 but was never officially issued ; and

WHEREAS, the operator submitted a Report of Composting Site
Information to the LEA on February 28, 1990, and the LEA accepted
the Solid Waste Facilities Permit application package as complete
on March 20, 1990 ; and

WHEREAS, proposed and/or draft Solid Waste Facility Permits
received from the LEA on August 31, 1990, September 10, 1991,
September 14, 1992, and November 1, 1993 were not acted upon due
to inadequacies with the application Permit packages ; and

•



•

		

WHEREAS, the operator extended the LEA's 120 day time frame,
pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 44009, on the
following dates May 11, 1990, July 6, 1990, September 15, 1990,
December 31, 1990, March 19, 1992 and lastly'on December 18, 1993
until April 8, 1994 ; and

WHEREAS, on January 21, 1994, the LEA submitted to the
Board for its review and concurrence in, or objection to, a new
Solid Waste Facilities Permit ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit for
consistency with the standards adopted by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, consistency with the City of
Redland's General Plan, and compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 36-AA-0308.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on February 24, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

'Si



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM IV

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a New
Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Community
Recycling and Resource Recovery ; Inc . Lamont Public
Utility District Composting Facility in Kern County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

At the time that this item went to print, the
Permitting and Enforcement Committee had not yet acted
on this item.

Community Recycling and Resource Recovery,
Inc ./Lamont Public Utility District
Composting Site, Facility No . 15-AA-0307

Composting Facility

7261 East Bear Mountain Boulevard, Lamont,
California 93241

total permitted site area is 70 acres

Surrounding land uses within a 1,000 foot
perimeter are zoned A (Exclusive Agriculture)

1,100 tons per operating day

Proposed Composting Facility, currently under
construction

Carrol Bruce, General manager
Lamont Public Utility District

Thomas H . Fry, President
Community Recycling & Resource Recovery Inc.

Steve McCalley, Director
Kern County Environmental Health Services
Department

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Facility Name:

Facility Type:

Location:

area:

Setting:

Permitted
Tonnage:

Operational
Status:

Owner:

Operator:

LEA :
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Proposed Proiect

Community Recycling & Resource Recovery, Inc . (CRRR) plans to
receive its feedstock for this composting operation from Los
Angles County, Ventura County, and Kern County . The operator
proposes to accept up to 1,100 tons of composting feedstock per
day . Most of the bulking agents/feedstocks utilized at the site
will consist of green yard materials, produce materials, packing
plant materials, and pre-screened and sorted biomass . However,
on site sewage sludge obtained from the Lamont Public Utility
District (LPUD) will also be composted periodically.

The sewage sludge is only generated once every ten (10) years--
when the LPUD's oxidation ponds are cleaned . The sludge compost
piles will be kept separate from the other composting windrows.
Furthermore, the finished sludge composted product will be used
explicitly on site for the facility's vegetative screen and for
landscaping . Compost that is produced at the site and sold for
off site usage will NOT contain Lamont Biosolids.

Operations at the site are planned to be conducted on a 24 hour
per day/seven day a week basis.

SUMMARY :

Board staff are currently drafting a LEA advisory regarding
regulation of solid waste facilities located at publicly owned
treatment works (POTW's) facilities . In the interim, this
proposed permit has been forwarded to the Board for concurrence
at the operator and LEA's request.

Currently, staff of the Governmental and Regulatory Affairs
Division are diligently working to formulate the composting
regulations for food material, sewage sludge, and mixed solid
waste feedstocks . Since these regulations have yet to be
finalized, this facility has been evaluated/reviewed with
guidance criteria requirements contained in the green composting
regulations . When the new composting regulations are adopted,
this facility will have to comply with the requirements of the
newly adopted regulations.

Proiect Description:

The site is located approximately one quarter mile west of the
intersection of Bear Mountain Boulevard and Wheeler Ridge Road in
Lamont, California . The composting facility is located within

• the Lamont Public Utility District's (LPUD) sewage treatment
plant boundary directly south of the sewage treatment ponds.
Adjacent development consists of agriculture fields and fallow

I
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land including a dairy to the west, agricultural land and a
vineyard to the south, and agricultural fields and fallow land to
the east of the facility.

The composting facility consists of an area to stockpile and
compost the material, a clay lined rainwater collection pond to
retain rainwater/effluent runoff from the composting operation,
vehicle access roads, truck weighing facility, offices and
laboratory facilities, and a storm water diversion channel.

CRRR plans to have two grinders available for this composting
operation, one mobile grinder that is located at the composting
facility and a stationary grinder that is located in Sun Valley.
Bulking agents that are generated from areas other than the Sun
Valley facility will be ground on site with the mobile grinder.
Ground bulking agents will be hauled by truck and incorporated
into specially designated windrows to achieve the desired carbon
to nitrogen ratios (25 :1).

Upon arrival at the composting facility, trucks are weighed,
inspected, and assigned a windrow location for placing their
contents . Load records and windrow locations are recorded to
maintain constant tracking of the composting process . Windrows
are constructed by placing truck loads of compacted feedstocks
end to end in rows as they are delivered to the site . The
feedstocks are combined, mixed, aerated and formed into desired
windrow processing shape using compost turning machines . Each
windrow is tested for moisture content to evaluate the quantity
of water required to be added to achieve a desired initial
moisture content of 60% (40% solids) . Optimum moisture content
is maintained by the application of treated effluent water from
water trucks . The use of treated effluent for make up water is
replaced with fresh well water during the last four weeks of
processing . Separate water tanks will be used for the treated
effluent water and the well water.

The frequency of windrow turning is determined by daily
monitoring of internal windrow temperatures . Temperatures will
be maintained between 1310 and 149° F for fifteen consecutive
days to insure pathogen destruction . When composting sewage
sludge, the facility will meet the Title 40, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 503.

When solids decompose and the volume of the windrow reduces, two
or more windrows will be combined into one larger windrow to
maintain a cross section and favorable volume-to-surface area
ratio essential for optimum pathogen destruction . After
approximately nine weeks (60-63 days) the composting process

	

•
nears completion and the curing process begins . This process can
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occur while the material is in windrows or in a
curing/stabilization pile in , the storage area.

The finished compost can then be loaded into trucks for transport
to end users or placed in the storage area to await final
disposition to end users . CRRR, in conjunction with the
Cooperative Extension of the University of California, and local
farmers will conduct test demonstration plots to scientifically
evaluate the use of compost made with various mixtures of
feedstocks on locally grown agricultural commodities such as
alfalfa, cotton,, tomatoes, vineyards, and orchards . Following
this demonstration period, finished compost is planned to be sold
in bulk to local farmers.

Environmental Controls Environmental control measures for
impacts from potential problems from leachate, drainage,
nuisance, dust, vectors and birds, litter, noise, odor, and
traffic have been addressed as follows:

Leachate generation will be kept to a minimum as a result of the
regions high evaporation rate, low annual rainfall, and the
facilities moisture controls . Furthermore, the site is situated

410

	

on a clay pad with 10 =6 cm/sec permeability designed with a 1%
slope that drains into a lined collection pond . If any leachate
does occur, it will occur during rainfall events and end up in
the collection pond together with runoff water . Water in the
collection pond will be reutilized in the composting process as
make up water.

Drainage control at the facility has been engineered and designed
to withstand run-on and contain run-off associated with a 100
year 24 hour rainstorm event.

Nuisance control will be minimized simply because of the rural
location of the site and compatible land uses of the surrounding
properties . The composting operation results in an environmental
improvement over the previous practice of flood irrigating
treated sewage effluent . Safeguards incorporated into the
aerobic windrow process, including controlled and monitored feed
stocks, load checking, adequate load timing spread throughout the
day and routine monitoring and moisture control of windrows, help
assure the facility is operated in a manner which does not create
a nuisance.

Dust is precluded by the 50 to 60% moisture content necessary in
the composting process . Fugitive dust from other potential
sources, such as roads, drive ways and stockpiles, will be

•

	

controlled by on site well water application equipment involving
mobile water trucks and area specific spray equipment .

/4/
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Vectors, such as flies are unlikely because of the frequent
windrow turning and high temperatures that are maintained for
fifteen consecutive days during the composting process . However,
CRRR will conduct an ongoing fly monitoring program in
conjunction with the Kern County Environmental Health Services
for domestic flies, and the Kern County Agricultural Commissioner
for Mediterranean Fruit Flies.

Birds and Rodents are not generally attracted to composting
facilities using the aerobic windrow process . However, should a
bird or rodent problem occur, CRRR plans to utilize appropriate
approaches to discourage their activities.

Litter will be prevented as all incoming materials are load
checked and/or prescreened to minimize the potential of litter
being brought onto the site . A site employee is assigned to walk
the grounds daily and collect any litter that may be present.
The site is fenced and has vegetative windbreaks to prevent any
litter from being blown off site.

Noise is not expected to be a problem at the facility . The rural
setting of the facility, comparable land uses, and distance from
neighbors will alleviate off-site noise nuisance during
operations . Additionally, the types of equipment utilized at the
facility (windrow turner, loader, and diesel trucks) do not
generate noise in excess of existing neighboring agricultural and
landfill operations . Nevertheless, CRRR will conduct noise
measurements once the facility is operating, and depending on the
results may require employees performing certain tasks to wear
ear plugs for hearing protection.

Odor should not be a problem at the site because of the aerobic
windrow process that will be utilized . Odors from composting
projects are generally associated with anaerobic breakdown . The
aerobic windrows will be turned on a frequency to ensure proper
mixing and exposure to air thereby minimizing the potential for
odors . If odors do occur at the site, CRRR plans to eliminate
those odors by adjusting the moisture content and/or increasing
the aeration . This could involve adding additional bulking
agents, and running the windrow turning machine on the specific
windrow that is omitting odors.

Traffic problems will be avoided because of the relatively low
traffic volume (144 vehicles per day), coupled with the 1/2 mile
of truck access road from Bear Mountain Boulevard to the
composting site, alleviates any potential for stacking of
vehicles waiting to enter the facility on public roads or
streets .

I62-
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Resource Recovery Operations Other than composting, no materials
recovery operations such as scavenging or salvaging will be
permitted at the site.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resource Code Section 44009, the Board
has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance of a
solid waste facilities permit . Since the permit was received on
January 27, 1994, the last day the Board could act is March 28,
1994.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and
have found that the permit is acceptable for Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making this determination, the
following items were considered:

1.

	

Conformance with General Plan, Consistency with County Plan,
and Consistency Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Governmental and Regulatory Affairs Division
were not able to make a determination on the facility's
conformance with the General Plan, consistency with the
County Plan or Consistency with Waste Diversion Goals at the
time this item went to print . The conformance findings will
be available after Kern County's Local Task Force (LTF)
meeting of February 11, 1994 . Community Recycling and
Resource Recovery, Inc ./Lamont Public Utility District
Composting Facility is on the LTF's agenda . Board staff
will report the results of the LTF meeting at the Permitting
and Enforcement meeting.

2.

	

California Environmental Ouality Act (CEOA)

The Lamont Public Utility District (LPUD), as lead agency
for this project, prepared a Negative Declaration (ND),
State Clearing House (SCH) #93052020 . As required by the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the ND
identified the project's potential significant environmental
impacts . Board staff reviewed the ND and provided comments
to the SCH on June 3, 1993 . The LPUD prepared and submitted
an adequate response to staffs comments . The ND was adopted
and the proposed project was approved by the LPUD . A Notice
of Determination (NOD) was filed on June 10, 1993.

•

	

On August 30, 1993, the Kern County Board of Supervisors
incorporated the mitigation measures into their Conditional
Use Permit (Attachment 5) as conditions of approval for the
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Community Recycling and Resource Recovery, Inc . composting
facility.

After reviewing the environmental documentation for the
project, Board staff have determined that CEQA has been
complied with, and the ND is adequate and appropriate for
the Board's use in evaluating the proposed project.

3 .

	

Conformance with State Minimum Standards

The construction of this facility has yet to be completed.
However, based on a review of the Report of Composting Site
Information and supporting documentation, the LEA has
determined that the facility's proposed design and operation
are in compliance with State Minimum Standards for Solid
Waste Handling and Disposal . Board staff agree with said
determination.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

Because a new Solid Waste Facility's Permit has been proposed,
the Board must either object to or concur with the proposed
permit as submitted by the LEA.

If there is a positive finding from the Kern County LTF meeting
of February 11, 1994, staff will recommend that the Board adopt
Permit Decision No . 94-09 concurring in the issuance of Solid
Waste Facility Permit No . 15-AA-0307.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Site Map
3. Proposed Permit 15-AA-0307
4. AB2296 Finding of Conformance
5. Conditional Use Permit/Mitigation Measures
6. Permit Decision No . 94-09

Prepared by :	 Terry Smith/Suzy,nne Talams 	 Phone : 255-2376/255-2362

Phone : 255-2719

Approved by :	 Douqlas Y. Okumur

•
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Attachment .3
1 . Fadllty/Perrnit Number.

	

.

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 15-AA-0307

2 . Name and Street address of Facility: 3 . Name and Mailing Address of Operator. 4. Name and Mailing Address of Owner.

Community Recycling/ and Community Recycling and Lamont Public Utility District

Resource Recovery Inc. Resource Recovery, Inc 8624 Segrue
Lamont Public Utility District P. O. Box'716 Lamont, CA 93241

Composting Facility Lamont, CA 93241-0716
7261 East Bear Mountain Blvd.

Lamont, CA 93241

5 . Specifications:

a . Permitted Operations :

	

[31
(
Composting Facility

wastes)

q Composting Facility
(yard waste)

q Landfill Disposal Site q Transformation Facility

q Material Racovery Facility . . q Other	

b . Permitted Hours of Operation.

Open 25 hours a day / 7 days a week

* Closed on New Year's Day, Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving, and Christmas -

q Processing Faality

q Transfer Station

Total: 1,100c. Permitted Tons per Operating Day.

Non-Hazardous - General
Non-Hazardous - Sludge (See Section 17, N6 of Permit)
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled re yclables
Non-Hazardous - Other (Sec Section 17, in of Permit)
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit)
Hazardous (See Section 14 of Permit)

	 Tons/Day

	 N/A	 Tons/Day
	 '•	 Tons/Day
	 N/A	 Toas/Day
	 1100	 Tons/Day
	 N/A	 Tons/Day
	 N/A	 Tons/Day

z
3

Total:	 144	 Vehicles/Day

	 96	 Vehicles/Day
	 N/A	 Vehicles/Day
	 48	 Vehicles/Day

Total Disposal Transfer MRF Composting

70 a N/A a N/A a N/A a 70 a

N/A
N/A

ry
ft

N/A tpd N/A tpd 1100 tpd

N/A

N/A

ft

sai

a;yF

This permit is granted solely to the operator named above, and is not transferable. Upon a change of operator, this . permit is no longer valid. Further
upon a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension . The attached permi
findings and conditions are integral parts , f this trait and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste facility permit . .

6. A

Kern County Environmental Health -
Services Department

2700 "M" Street, Suite 300

Bakersfield, CA 93301

	

-

cL Permitted Traffic Volume:

Incoming waste materials
Outgoing waste materials (for disposal)
Outgoing materials (finished product from composting operations)

e . Key Design Parameters (Detailed . parametcrs are shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMB validations):

Permitted Area (iin aces)
Design Capacity

Max. Elevation (Ft. MSL)

Max. Depth (Ft. BG5)
Estimated Closure Date

Transformation
N/A

	

a

N/A .tpd

7 . LomI-Enfororacat Agency Name and Address:

Approving Officer Signature

Steve McCalley, Director
Environmental Health Services Departmen

8. f ceived by CIWMB :
JAN

2 8 .
:994

. 9. CIWMB Concurrence Date:

nch

10. 1' :snit Review Due Date: 11 . Permit Issued Date:

l (,7



FEB 177 . '94 14:22 KERN CO ENV HLTH (6'05)861-.3429

	

P.2

Fed lhtlgrbrmh Number:

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PeRMIT LS-AA-0507

12. tea Deartiptica offfai9ty (ant map with RH):

The west half of Section 25, Township 31 South, Range 28 East, MDB&M, excepting therefrom the northly .
1750 feet thereof.

	

-- f3 . Madinat:
a. TlL permit Is mnsbnent with the County Solid Watt Management Plan . Public Ramona Codes Scab= 50001.

b . This permit Is oondttettt with standards adapted by the Cellhmin Integrated Warts Management Board (CIWNB) . Public Ra ossa
Cade $sc600 44010.

far Solld Wane Malt" and Dbposal asC. The design aced apartelm of the Salty Is xaoomplla000 with the Scats Minimum &aadanb
detsradnad by the IPA-
Q The Earn Candy Fat Department has d .armlaed that the hcity It In amferms= with epp0mble foe stadards as required in PAW
Room= Codes, Statism 44131 .

	

. .

	

.
a . A Notice of DeterminatimsH toed with the Mate Claarfngbouae for all taoldu which are ant exempt from C6QA and dmument
punaant to Publb Rmbaaca Cods Socdoo 210914. SCSI tr 93032020
S. A Co atymwids Integrated Waste Managemmt Flan ha not boon approved by the C gDtornta Integrated Wade Managematt Board

The fads* atttho and agent ha maxis a determination that the Salty Is comb :ant MIX cal dalgaated bn. Ike applicable general
pion In Comity Panama and Da+eiaproect Service. Public Ream Cod., Section Soo00S(4

Is. The fanning bast goverebg body has made a mitten [Slag that aoramedbg land we is compatible Mrh the fatty apmatlaa, as
strand In Pabib Raauttaa Cads Securer 50000!(6) . Kern Canny Hoard of Zoning Adjustment

14. Proh&itima:
The pesmlttes Is ptvhlbhsd four aaeepitng any abate liquid waste shame non-hazodwa waste squiring special handling, designed
ate, or handout ware =Ian such war Is spa &oily lbled ban, and unless the acceptant of slot tuts Is authmi ed by dl
applicable paints.

No other rnaterWa, except general feedstock~alldng agents such as green materials, produce materials, soiled
Weals"

	

accepted at this facility. Sewage sludgepaper/lotted

	

pro-consumer products, pecketg shod scrap, are
.

	

generated from Lemont P13D will be *Iliad on an intermittent hash.

The pamhtee Is additionally prohibited from the Inning Rama :

	

'composting sale or other release of unfinished compost, vector propagation or harborage, open burning in
composting area, eating or 'molting within waste procesting, off-site discharge of duct or odors sufficient to
constitute a health hazard or public nuisance, off-sits flow of drainage waters.

13 . The following t~oc imeate also describe and/or restrict the operation of this- facility (insert document date is
spaces) :

Date:

	

Daw:

a Report ofW4 ley Iotmnaden

	

11/93

	

Contract Agreements - apalta
and canon

a Land Use Permit and Conditional

	

718193

	

a Wass D:aeharge Raqulremeau .

	

ZW25/S5

Use Permit

n Alt PolUu*kn Panda and Varlamea

	

w Intl & County Ordinanm

a FIR or Negative Declaration

	

611(399

	

0 Fraud Otte a Poet Clone
Mamtwwaa Plan

a lace Agreemena - ':roar and operator 6117/93

	

Ameodmnnt to BM

	

1194

	

-

8te&nlaay Cloauro!Rst Cauca Plea

	

n Other (gat):,

q Omura Minn Raponnbility
Document

•
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Faciliry/Permit Number.

15-AA-0307

16. Self-Monitoring:

a . Results of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Report of Facility information, will be reported as follows:
Report Frequency Agency

Reported To:
Program

1. Testing of all end products per 14 CCR
Section 17885 (b) and 17887.

2. Compost leachate analyzed per 14 CCR
Section 17876 (a)(3)(A)(1).

3. Temperature testing per 14 CCR Section
17876 (a)(5).

4. Composite samples analyzed per 14
CCR Section 17887.

5. Record of Activities per 14 CCR Section
17877.

All reports submitted to the LEA must be
prepared per Section 17895 of Chapter 3 .1,
Division 7, Title 14, California Code of
Regulations.

45 days after results are
available.

45 days after results are
available.

As requested.

45 days after results are
available.

30 days after each
calendar quarter .

LEA

/6?



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number.

15-AA-0307

LEA Conditions

This facility shall be operated in compliance with State Minimum Standards for solid waste
handling and disposal.

2. This facility shall comply with all federal, state, and local requirements and enactments,
including all mitigation measures given in any certified environmental document filed pursuant
to Public Resource Code, Section 21081 .6.

3. The operator shall maintain a copy of the permit at the facility to be available at all times to
facility personnel and enforcement agency personnel.

4. Additional information concerning the design and operation of this facility shall be furnished
upon written request of the LEA.

5. The discharger shall be responsible for accurate characterization and proper handling of all
composting materials accepted, and for the release for use or disposal of all wastes and.
products leaving the facility.

6. Any change which would cause the design or operation of the facility to not conform to the
terms or conditions of the .permit shall require permit review . If the operator proposes a
change, an application for permit revision or modification shall be submitted to the LEA 120"
days prior to the change.

7. The facility is permitted to receive the following general feedstocks/bulking agents : green
materials (100 tons), produce materials (400 tons), soiled paper/sorted bio mass (300 tons), pre-
consumer paper products (200 tons), packing shed scrap (100 tons) . Sewage sludge will only
be accepted from Lamont Public Utility District when oxidation ponds are cleaned and will be
processed in a separate windrow.

8. The operator shall be responsible for on-site occupational health and safety- regulatory
compliance, pursuant to the guidelines established by the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA) and Cal-Osha, for all facility employees, waste transport personnel,
and visitors.

9. All operation areas shall be set back a minimum of 25 ft . from facility boundaries.

10. The operator shall adhere to the guidelines provided in Title 14, Chapter 3 .1, Article 3, Design. • ;̀;
and Operating Requirements for Green Composting Facilities. '

11. The facility's active composting material areas shall. be set back at least 300 feet from an}~
residence, school, or hospital, excluding on-site residences.

VP :eh
phamVamont .rvp. '
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ATTACHMENT 4

CONFORMANCE FINDING FOR THE VENVIROTEK-ARVIN
PROCESSING/RECYCLING STATION WILL BE AVAILABLE AT THE
PERMITTING AND ENFORCEMENT MEETING
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'Attachment 5
BEFORE THE BOARA OF SUPERVISORS

COSJNTY OF KERN, ST.°.T£ OF CALSFORDZ=A

•

In the matter of,

	

Resolution No .	 93-585	
Reference No.	 9311241	

APPEAL OF JACK PINHEIRO, ET AL . FROM
DECISION OF THE BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT
(BZA) RE : CUP 27, MAP 143 ; LAMONT AREA;
DENY APPEAL, WHICH ACTION APPROVES CUP WITH CONDITIONS

I, SUE PICKETT, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County .of

Kern, State :Of California, do hereby certify that the following resolution, on

motion of Supervisor	 Austin	 , seconded by Supervisor

Shell	 , was duly passed and adopted by said Board of Supervisors at

an official'mseting hereof this 30thday of	 August	 , 1993, by the

following vote, to wits

AYES :

	

Ashburn, Austin, Larwood, Peterson, Shell

NOES :

	

None

Section 1 . WHEREAS:

(a) Community Recycling and Resource Recovery, Inc.

applied for a conditional use permit (CUP) to allow a composting

facility in an A (Exclusive Agriculture) District on property

located 1/4 mile south oeBear Mountain Boulevard, 1/2 mile west .

of Wheelei Ridge Road, 3 1/2 miles south of Lamont ; and

(b) After a noticed public hearing, the Board of

Zoning Adjustment (BZA) adopted its Resolution No . 72-93 on July:

8, 1993, approving the request for a CUP for such purpose upon

conditions ; and

(c) Jack Pinheiro, et at . timely filed a notice of

appeal to this Board from the decision of the BZA ; and

3 nt_aw g~

ABSENT : None
SUE PICXETT

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors '
County of Kern, State of California



(d) Notice of said 'hearing before this Board on such

appeal was duly given by the Clerk of this Board ; and

(e) This Board duly conducted a public hearing on

the appeal and heard and considered testimony and received

evidence from the appellant and from members of the public ; and

(f) The Department of Planning and Development

Services has reviewed this matter, including the complete record

of the BZA, and prepared a report recommending denial of the

appeal, a copy of which has been on file in the office of the

Clerk of this Board available for examination during regular

business hours by any interested person since the date of giving

notice in this matter ; and

(g) The Lamont Public Utility District has issued a

Certificate of Fee Exemption for this action pursuant to Title

14, California Code of Regulations section 753 .5(c), on the basis

that there is no evidence that the proposed project will have

potential for 'adverse effect on wildlife resources ; and

(h) The Lamont Public Utility District has.

investigated possible environmental impacts of the project and

prepared a Negative Declaration and a Mitigation Monitoring

- Program in, conjunction with a related project ; namely the Lamont

Public Utility District lease of the premises, after concluding

this activity (including the mitigation measures to be

incorporated into the project) may not have a significant effect

on the, environment ; the Department of Planning and Development

-Services has considered this document for adoption by the Board

of Supervisors, acting as a responsible agency, in issuing a CUP .

for the project, and found' iti to be adequate when additional

mitigation measures are imposed ; and

(1) This Board has considered the recommendation of

the Department of Planning and Development Services, the entire .

record in the matter, and all the testimony presented during said .

public hearing, after which said hearing was concluded;

2
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CONDITIONS

(I)

	

All accessary building permits must be obtained.

(2) Fire flows and fire protection facilities shall be as enquired and approved by the
Kcrn ; County Fire Department.

(3) Prior to cnmmrncemrnt of onenlinp, the-applicant shall provide a plan (or the
_disposal of drainage waters originating onsite and from adjacent road rights-of-

way, subject to the approval of the Engineering and Survey Services Department,
per she Korn County Subdivision Standards.

(4) Prinr to commencement of nnenslnp, the applicant's engineer shall provide a
study, that demonstrates the off-site drainage and/or flood waters are received
and discharged In basically the same location and manner as pilot to develop -
ment . Should diversion of water be necessary as part of a comprehensive plan,
sufficient work shall be done upstream and downstream to provide other
affected properties at least the same level of flood protection as prior to devel -
opment.

(3) Prior- in commencement 'of enermioq ; the applicant's engineer shall provide a
study that mitigates the potential (or the addition of (testable substances and/or
debris from this project to the flood . flows of Caliante Creek, as determined, and
to be approved by the Engineering and Survey Services Department.

(6) Prior In rnmmeacrment of (mention, the plan shall be reviewed and approved
by the responsible mosquito abatement district.

(7) The development shall comply with any requirements of the San Joaquin Valley
Unified Air Pollution Control District.

(8) The applicant shall record an Irrevocable offer of dedication to the State of all
subject property within 53 feet (major highway alignment) of 'ha centerline of
Bear Mountain Boulevard . Should the State refuse the offer, it shall be made to
the County.

(9) Under encroachment permit issued by CalTrans, the applicant shall improve the
projcn frontage as acquired by the State . improvements may Include widening
and chahneliaation,

(10) bior le commencement of onennong, the 'applicant shall submit a modified plot
plan 'detailing the location and slag of the office and laboratory . Additional
parking spaces may be required as a result of this review.

(11) No structures shall be located within 70 feet of the north/south midsection line
of the project section.

12 . Following application for a Solid Waste Facility Permit, the
applicant may commence facility construction . This approval
precludes the receipt or stockpiling of wastes prior to
completion of the permit proem.

'(1)) A note shall be placed on tha,grading plan that acknowledges that a preconctruc-
lion 'biota survey shall be conducted prior to ground disturbance . Any lilted
mitigation measures shall be compiled with prior to ground disturbance.

'(W)

	

pljpr	 to cnmmrncement of dnrntlong, a bcrm'shall be constructed for the pur-
pot6 of diverting flood waters and protecting the project . Design of the berm
will be sub)cct to the approval of Engineering and Survey Services'

'(13) Any compost made from .Lament Public Utilities District (PUD) blosollds will
remain on District owned property or be used after notifying and gaining
approval from the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

'(16) Dun ' control will be used to reduce the e((ects .of wind and traffic on roads, and
windrows will be maintained to prevent spreading by high winds.

'(17) Engineering design and operating permit design requirements as specif led by the
Waste Discha Igo Requirements will be strictly adhered to.

(18)

	

No composting activities of any type shalt .occur on the easterly 160 acres
denoted on the plot plan as 'emergency effluent storage (APN 185-330-53).

EX}IIEIT3



(19) ptlnr to commencement of onerannna, the applicant shall obtain all permits and
comply with any requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and
any other responsible 'federal . State, or local agency.

(20) Security fencing, as approved by tho Kern County Department of Planning and
Development Services, shall be constructed around the perimeter of the compost-
ing site.

(21)

	

All vehicle access roads and parking and maneuvering areas shall be surfaced
with ono of the following : three Inches of decomposed sranite, three inches of
compacted rock dust, three Inches of gravel, or three Incises of a material of a
higher quality.

(22)

	

Vehicle parking spaces shall bo 9 feat by 20 feet or larger In size, except as
provided in Sections 19 .82 .030 and 19 .82 .040 of the Zoning Ordinance.

(23)

	

Parking let or site Illumination shall be directed away from adjoining properties
and public roads.

(24)

	

All signs shall be approved by the Director of the Kern County Department of
Planning and Development Services prior to inuailatlon.

	

(23)

	

During . all on-cite grading and construction activities, adequate measurus shall
be implemented to control fugitive dust.

(26)

	

The site shall be closed 10 the general public and there shall be no retail sales
_ conducted on site.

(27)

	

A facility employee shall be present when Incoming wasta shipments are
received . The facility gate shall be locked when no employees are present.

(28) Compost blosolids utilized in the eompouing process shall be only those gener-
ated from the Lamont Public Utility District . flo Other blosolids shall be
accepted at the site.

(29)

	

No manifested shipments of hazardous waste materials shall bo received.

30 . The applicant shall submit .an annual groundwater quality
analysis that shall be subject to the approval of the Kern
County Water Agency and Environmental Health Services . A copy
of the approved analysis shall—be provided to the Kern County
Department of Planning and Development Services.

(31) If the investigation of a public complaint results in the determination of public
nuisance odor from the composting facility, the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air
Pollution Control District shall determine whether deliveries or acceptance of
additional materWa shall cease until such time as odor problems are resolved.

(32) The composting operation shall be conducted in such a manner 'hat a nuisance
or public health hazard does not result from noise, Insects, or other causes, as
determined by the Kern County Environmental Health Services Department and
the applicable mosquito abatement district.

(33) A dun Control Plan shall bo submitted for review and approval by the Director
of the Kern County Department of Planning and Development Services and 'ha
Kern County Environmental Health Services Department . Said plan may be
submiltud in conjunction with the required operations , plan.

(35) All loaded trucks making deliveries to, or leaving the site shall be scaled or
covered In such a master as to prevent the blowing or loss of any material being
transported.

(36) The number of trucks delivering bulking agents/materials for the composting
facility shall be limited to 100 trucks per day . The Director of the Kern County
Department of Planning and Development Services may authorize an Increase
of up to 25 additional trucks per day. Additional Increases In truck traffic shall
require a formal amendment to this condition at a public hearing.

(34) Trucks shall bo washed down before leaving tbe• she to assure that no sludge,
mud, or debris will be tracked onto public roads . Wash-down water shall be
contained and disposed of In accordance with requirements of the Regional
Water Quality Control Board or Environmental Health Services .



(37) prior to the commencement of onenlions, the applicant shall file an Opofations
Plan with Planning and Development Services that details and clarifies the fol-
lowing:

(a) Facility operations .and procedures Including load checking, daily
weight/volume log . compost neap Content log, compost temperature
monitoring, maintenance or access roads, compost =chafe controls, and
the abatement controls or vecton, odor, noise, dust, and litter.

(b) .	Any siting requirements.
(c) Location of lighting.
(d) Said plan shall be updated and submitted bl-annually unless the appli-

cant submits \wrinon notification . to the Director of the Kern County
Department of Planning and Development Services that there have been
no changes In facility operations.

(o) A summary of daily weight/volume log Information shall be submitted
to the Director of the Kern County Department of Planning and Devel-
opment Services and the Kcrn County Waste Management Department on
a quarterly basis. A summary of composting source material consents .
shall also be submitted on a quarterly basis.

(38) This permit shall become null and void It the qcn authorized has not . been acti-
vated within a one-year period of time of the approval of said permit, unless an
extension of time has been granted by the decision-making authority, upon writ-
ten request before eapirailon of the one-(1-)year period.

(30) The applicant shall comply with all federal, Sum, and local quarantine regula-
tions concerning the Importation and movement of plant products and fruit into
Kern County.

(40) The applicant shall work closely with the Kern County Agricultural Commis-'
sinner's office and the California Department of Food and Agriculture by enter-
ing Into a compliance agreement concerning the Impartation of plant products
and fruit from quarantined' areas Into Kern County.

(41) A Pest Detection, Trapping, and Monitoring Program shall be approved by the
Kern .County Agricultural Commissioner to easure that new and exotic pests are
detected . early.

(42) Ssockplles of stabilised compost shall not exceed 15 acres in size and 10 feet In
height for the firs year, and 15 acres In size and IS feet In height from then on.

(43) The applicant shall follow guidelines currently being promulgated by the Cali-
fornia integrated Waste Management Board under Title Ie . Chapter 3.t .,Articie
3, Design and Operating Requirements for Omen Composting Facilities.

(s4) The applicant shall employ perimeter landtciping, to be approved by the Direc-
tor of the Kern County Department of Planning and Development Services, to
mitigate :visual concerns and the potential for blowing dust or debris.

45. Upon termination of the approved use, applicant shall remove
all stockpiled compost and feedstocks within 30 days.

46. Prior to the commencementofoperations, the applicant shall
file approved financial assurances guaranteeing the removal of
compost and feedstocks upon termination of the approved use . The
applicant shall first submit information and estimates of removal
cost to the :Director of the Department of Planning and Development
Services, who shall thereafter establish, in his sole discretion,
the amount Of the assurances that shall be required hereunder . The
required assurances shall be approved as to form and content by the
Director prior to filing with the Department of Planning and
Development ' Services . Individual sureties are not acceptable ae
assurances . : Surety bonds must be issued by a corporate entity
licensed to : do surety business in the State of California . In lieu
of the foregoing assurances, the Director is authorized to accept
assurances filed by the applicant with the California . Integrated

Waste Management Board, if he finds in his sole discretion that
such assurances are adequate in amount and format,

DENOTES MITIGATION MEASURES

.a
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ATTACHMENT 6

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 94-09

February 24, 1994

WHEREAS, the operator of Community Recycling and Resource
Recovery Inc ./Lamont Public Utility District has submitted to the
Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), Kern County Environmental Health
Services Department, for its consideration an application for a
Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP) to construct and operate a
composting facility within the boundary of the Lamont Public
Utility District's sewage treatment plant ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has submitted to the Board for its review and
concurrence in or objection to a new SWFP for the Community
Recycling and Resource Recovery Inc ./Lamont Public Utility District
Composting Facility ; and

WHEREAS, the Lamont Public Utility District, as lead agency
for the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review, has
prepared a Negative Declaration (SCH #93052020) with mitigation
measures . Board staff reviewed the Negative Declaration (ND) and
provided comments to the SCH on June 3, 1993 . Kern County Board of .
Supervisors incorporated mitigation measures into their Conditional
Use Permit on August 30, 1993 . A Notice of Determination was filed
on June 10, 1993 ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA and Board staff have reviewed the CEQA
document and mitigation measures and found that they adequately
address CEQA requirements ; and

WHEREAS, the composting regulations for food material, sewage
sludge, and mixed solid wastes have not been formulated and this
facility has been reviewed under existing requirements described in
the green composting regulations, Title 14, California Code of
Regulations, Division 7, Chapter 3 .1 ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA and Board staff have evaluated the proposed
permit and supporting documentation for consistency with the
standards adopted by the Board and have determined that the
facility's proposed design and operations is in compliance with
State Minimum Standards ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local requirements
for the proposed permit have been met, including conformance with
the County Solid Waste Management Plan, consistency with the
General Plan and compliance with CEQA.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Integrated
Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of Solid Waste
Facility Permit No . 15-AA-0307 .
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a
full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste Management
Board held on February 24, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

S
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM IS
ITEM :

	

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a New
Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the VenVirotek-Arvin
Processing/Recycling Station, Kern County

COMMITTEE ACTION:

At the time that this item went to print, the
Permitting and Enforcement Committee had not yet acted
on this item

VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling Station
Facility No . 15-AA-0297

Facility Type :

		

Processing Facility for nonhazardous oilfield
wastes

The facility is located on approximately 5
acres of vacant land within the established
boundaries of the Arvin Landfill site in Kern
County . The site can be accessed from 5314-
North Wheeler Ridge Road

Total permitted site area is five acres

Surrounding land uses within a 1,000 foot
perimeter are zoned "A", agricultural.

1,100 tons of solid and liquid waste per
operating day

Active, currently operating under a
Stipulated Order of Compliance issued July
13, 1993

Maximum design capacity of 500,000 gallons
per day or 2,750 tons per day

Ms Daphne H . Washington, Director
Waste Management Department
Kern County

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Proposed
Permitted
Tonnage:

Operational
Status:

Capacity:

Owner :
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VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling Station

	

Agenda Item Ili,
February 24, 1994

	

Page 2

Operator :

	

David L . Donaldson, President of Venvirotek

LEA: Mr. Steve McCalley, Director Kern County
Environmental Health Services Department,
Solid Waste Local Enforcement Agency

Proposed Proiect

The Board's concurrence in this permit will allow VenVirotek to
install a roaster to its operations and accept additional
wastes--crude oil contaminated soils and SO 2 scrubber waste.
These additional wastes have been approved by the Central Valley
Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) and the
installation of the roaster and its operations have been approved
by the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District
(SJVUAPCD) . A new SWFP is necessary because the old permit
contained a sunset date of August 30, 1992.

SUMMARY:

Site History:

The VenVirotek/Arvin Processing/Recycling Station's Solid Waste
Facility Permit (SWFP) was first issued on June 17, 1991 and
modified on November 20, 1991 . The permit allowed Venvirotek to
process non-hazardous oil field wastes within the boundaries of
the Arvin Landfill with the intent of using the end product as
daily cover . Due to construction delays and water quality
concerns, Venvirotek has, to date placed very little material at
the landfill . Because of this, Venvirotek has been unsuccessful
in their effort to demonstrate the Chemfix-treated waste products
ability to function as a suitable daily cover . Consequently, the
original permit, which allowed for a one year study of the
proposed alternative cover, expired on August 30, 1992.
Currently, the facility is operating under a Stipulated Order of
Compliance (STIP) issued on July 13, 1993 by the LEA.

Prolect Description:

The VenVirotek/Arvin Processing/Recycling Station (VenVirotek) is
located on a 5 acre parcel of land within the Arvin Landfill . -
The site can be accessed from Wheeler Ridge Road one (1) mile
south of Bear Mountain Boulevard near the city of Arvin,
California . The 5 acre parcel of land is leased from Kern
County.

The proposed permit will allow the facility to receive and
process non-hazardous oil field waste to produce an end product
that is similar to silty clay . The end product is intended to be
used by Kern County at the Arvin Landfill as daily cover,

i•
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• VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling Station
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intermediate cover, and as a foundation layer for final cover.
Incoming waste types to be accepted at the facility include:

► water-based drilling muds and cuttings

► mineral oil-based drilling muds and cuttings

► oil-based drilling muds and cuttings other than
mineral oil-based drilling muds and cuttings

► oil field wastewater and S° 2 scrubber wastes

► oil field tank and pit bottom sediments

► crude oil contaminated soils,

and other materials of similar chemical characteristics that are
approved by the LEA, CIWMB, and Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) . Prior to receipt, all waste streams are
thoroughly tested . Additional tests are performed on-site to
assure that incompatible wastes will not be mixed, and that
hazardous wastes are not inadvertently accepted.

The Chemfix process used by VenVirotek is a solidification and
chemical fixation process . The process involves mixing a
proprietary liquid reagent (cementitious materials) with
specifically permitted liquid and solid wastes . The reactions of
the water soluble silicates in the reagents with the waste
material produce soil-like solids with properties reportedly
similar to silty clay.

Solid wastes received at the site are stored in open, above
ground storage bins that sit on an eight (8) inch thick concrete
pad . An eight (8) inch high concrete curb berms the perimeter of
the solid waste receiving pad . The concrete pad is finished to
slope toward an eight (8) inch thick concrete lined sump that is
coated with an exterior waterproofing agent . The sump will
collect spills and wash-down water from the solid waste receiving
pad, with its contents being periodically pumped back into the
waste storage tanks for processing . The same design and
operation has been implemented at the liquid waste receiving
area.

Environmental Controls Environmental control measures for
impacts from potential problems of dust, litter, vector,
drainage, odors, receipt of hazardous wastes, fires, and noise
are proposed as follows:

•

	

Dust will be controlled during unloading operations by water
applications via the facility's water truck . Roads and the

t8l
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parking area will be surfaced with asphalt or gravel to control
dust . Access roads will be watered periodically to control dust,
using water obtained from the County water well at the site.
During periods of high winds, the handling of the end product
will be'minimized.

Dust collectors mounted on the roof of the silos are used when
loading or unloading the dry reagent tanks . The dry material is
loaded from the delivery truck by the use of compressed air . The
air stream exits through the dust collector ; the dust entrained
in the air stream collects on the inside of self-cleaning cloth
bags, thereby returning the dry material to the silos to minimize
airborne particulates.

Litter and Vector problems are not anticipated at the proposed
Facility . The nature of the wastes to be processed, and the
resultant solid Chemfix product do not attract vectors . Water
will not be allowed to pool at the site and therefore, mosquito
breeding is not facilitated.

Drainage onto the site from flood waters is protected by a three-
foot earthen berm that surrounds the Arvin Landfill . This berm
is designed to control run-on water from a 100-year flood .

	

1
Additionally, the Venvirotek facility has a three-foot berm
around its perimeter . This berm will prevent any fluids from
escaping the facility. Possible on-site spills are further
contained by curbs, sumps, and berms . Daily inspections of leak
detection systems will also provide an added safeguard by
decreasing the likelihood of spills through preventive
maintenance.

Odors problems are unlikely due to the nature of the wastes to be
processed at the facility . However, an odor control plan is
implemented as follows : On-site personnel collect samples from
all incoming loads . The samples are examined before the trucks
are allowed to unload . Trucks containing loads with strong
offensive odors will not be permitted to unload at the facility.

Hazardous wastes are not accepted at the VenVirotek facility . A
contingency plan for the control of hazardous wastes has been
developed and implemented . The facility's acceptance procedures
for non-hazardous wastes serves to exclude the acceptance of
hazardous wastes . These procedures are provided below:

1. The generator submits a permit package to VenVirotek
that is accompanied by a certified lab analysis of its
waste.

2. VenVirotek reviews the lab data and compares it with
Title 22, California Code of Regulations .
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3. If acceptable, the permit is issued and the generator is
notified.

4. The generator then prepares a non-hazardous waste
manifest for his hauler to bring to the site.

5. VenVirotek site personnel will sample the material and
check all applicable documents against their records.

6. The material will be accepted and recycled, or
rejected, if discrepancies are found or the material is
odorous.

Noise generated by the proposed operations at the VenVirotek
facility does not pose a health hazard to site employees, or the
surrounding area . The number of trucks entering and leaving the
site will offset those that would have been required to import
landfill cover material . The background noise from traffic on
the adjacent road (Wheeler Ridge Road) will mask the equipment
noise from the proposed project.

010

	

Fire extinguishers for Class A, B, and C fires will be available
at the control trailer and other key locations for fire
suppression.

Resource Recovery Operations The facility will process all
incoming wastes for re-use as cover at the Arvin Sanitary
Landfill.

ANALYSIS:

Reouirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to Public Resource Code Section 44009, the Board
has 60 calendar days to concur in or object to the issuance . of a
solid waste facilities permit . Since the permit was received on
January 27, 1994, the last day the Board could act is March 28,
1994.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and
have found that the permit is acceptable for Board's
consideration of concurrence . In making this determination, the
following items were considered:

1 .

	

Conformance with the County Solid Waste Management Plan

The VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling Station is located
at the Arvin Sanitary Landfill, an existing facility that is
identified and described in Table 13-2, page 13-23, of the
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1988 Kern County Solid Waste Management Plan (CoSWMP).
Amendment #2 to the CoSWMP was made May 22, 1990, which now
identifies the VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling Station
as part of the CoSWMP (added to page 10-13) . Based on this
information staff concludes that the requirements of PRC
50000 have been met.

2.

	

Consistency with General Plan

According to the proposed permit, the Kern County Planning
and Development Services has made the determination that the
project is consistent with, and designated in, the General
Plan . This information was verified by Mr . Gregg Strakaluse
of Kern County . Board staff agree with this determination.

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Governmental and Regulatory Affairs
Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC Section 44009,
to determine if the record contains substantial evidence
that the proposed project would impair achievement of waste
diversion goals . Based on available information, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit should
neither impair nor substantially prevent the County of Kern
from achieving its waste diversion goals.

4.

	

California Environmental Ouality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation, circulation and adoption
of an environmental document and mitigation reporting . or
monitoring program.

The Kern County Department of Planning and Development
Services (County) prepared a Negative Declaration (ND),
SCH #89020082, for the proposed project . As required by the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the ND
identified the project's potential significant environmental
impacts and provided mitigation measures that would reduce
those impacts to less than significant levels . Board staff
reviewed the ND and provided comments to the County on March
1, 1990 . The project was adopted as approved by the Lead
Agency and a Notice of Determination (NOD) was filed on
April 19, 1990.

A Mitigation Reporting or Monitoring Program (MRMP) was
submitted to the Board . Potential environmental impacts and
mitigation measures associated with the proposed project for
the VenVirotek project at the Arvin Landfill, a Chemfix
processing station for nonhazardous oil field wastes, Solid •
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Waste Facilities Permit #15-AA-0297, are identified and
incorporated in the MRMP (Attachment 5) ..

After reviewing the environmental documentation for the
project, Board Staff have determined that CEQA has been
complied with, and the ND is adequate and appropriate for
the Board's use in evaluating the proposed project.

5 .

	

Conformance with State Minimum Standards

The LEA has determined that the facility's design and
operations are in compliance with the State Minimum
Standards for Solid Waste Handling and disposal based on a
review of the submitted Report of Station Information and
addenda thereto and upon monthly site inspections.

However, on the most recent Board and LEA joint inspection
(February 2, 1994) one violation of State Minimum Standards
was identified . This violation of Title 14, California Code
of Regulations, Section 17496 (Protection of Users), was
issued for two reasons:

► Grating missing around the liquid unloading area

► No protective railing around the propane tanks.

According to the site operations manager, a week before the
inspection, a truck backed into the backstop and grating
supports at the liquid , unloading area, and the protective
railings that were missing around the propane tanks (which
are a new addition to the facility) had simply not been
erected yet.

The LEA conducted a reinspected of the facility on February
4, 1994, and reported that the violation has . been corrected.

This facility is also in violation of the Public Resources
Code, Section 44002--operating a solid waste facility
without a Solid Waste Facility Permit . Board concurrence
with this permit and its subsequent issuance by the LEA will
correct this violation.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

Because a new Solid Waste Facilities Permit has been proposed,
the Board must either object to or concur with the proposed
permit as submitted by the LEA .
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Staff recommend that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 94-10
concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
15-AA-0297.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Site Map
3. Proposed Permit 15-AA-0297
4. AB2296 Finding of Conformance
5. Mitigation Reporting or Monitoring Program
6. Permit Decision No . 94-10

2-9-9Y
Prepared by :	 Terry Smith/Suzanne Talams	 Phone : 255-2376/255-2362

0
Reviewed by :	 Don Dier, Jr .	 Phone : 255-2719

Approved by :	 Douqlas Y . Okumura	 Phone : 255-2431

•
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Attachment 3
1 . FaoW4gla,nit Piomner

SWIS # 13-AA-0297SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
2. Neer sad Sena address of Email: 3. Nano and Matti Adam of Operant. 4. Nuns and Mailing Atlanta a Owner.

YcnVirotekArvin, Frocenleg( VenVmotekk County of Kern
Recycling Station 1536 Eastman Ave., Suite A 1415 Truxtun Avenue

5314 No. Wheeler Ridge Rd . Ventura, CA ,93003 Bakersfield, CA 93301
Arvin, CA 93213

S.

Pere and Operatic=

	

P Cabpomal Fad1tty
(aka lama)0 Compatag IOdlly
(yard write)

CI Last= Dismal Seta

0 Maid Rawly Fadffiy

S. Permitted Hours of Operation.

Regular bushreaa hours: Mon.Fri . 7 am - 7 p.m; Sat . 7 a .m. - 5 p.m.

Hours ofAmato proczaaing shall not emceed 12 haunt per day. Processing of waste and transport of finished product is
restricted to day light hours only. Receipt of waste is permitted on a 24-hours basis, 7 days per week including
Thanksgiving Day, Christmas Day, and New Year's Day.
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Addr

Kern County Environmental Health
Sorties Department
2700 IM N Street, Suite 300
Bakertheld, CA 93301

Ap vans j Otter Sigasmn
Stave McCalley, Director
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Environmental Health. Services De .:
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MN 2 r 1994

9 . QV/MR tlinwnexo Data

10. Permit ;taw Due Date 11 . Permit Issued Data
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Mn. Depth (Pt M8)
Pathoated Mae Date
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s I . FadltylPenuit Number:

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT SWIS it 1S-AA-0297

12 . Legal Description of Facility (attach map with RE):

One mile south of Bear Mountain Blvd., on Wheeler Ridge Road portion ofAssessors Parcel #189-330-20
114 of Section 31, T31S, R29E, MDB&bL

13 . Sodium

a. This permit Is cemisrent with the County Solid Waste Management Plan . Public Resources Coda Section 50001. 5/11190 By
Amendment

b. This permit is tssdbtcnt with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CTWMB). Public Resources
Coda Section 44010.
a The drip and aperntba of the facility b in compliance with the State Minimum Standards fm Solid Waste Handling aad Disposal as
dettumioed by the LEA.
d . The Bern County Fitt Department has dctrtminrd that the facility is In conformance with applicable fist ataadmds as requited in Pub&
Roam= Code, Section 44151.

a A Notice of Determination is wed with the State (7caritgbooae for a0 tactics which are not exempt Cram CEOA and documents
pitmans to Public Resources Code, Section 210816 . A mitigated negative declaration was approved on Marc 30, 1990. SCH # 8902008E

I. A Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved by the California Integrated Waste management Board.

g . The following authorized agent bas made a determination that the facility is a xsistam with . and designated in, the applicable general
plan: Sean County Planning and Development &,t. Public Rmsrc n Code. Section 5000OS(a).

h The following local governing body has ma& a written finding that surrounding land use is compatible with the facility operation, as
required in Public Amour= Code, Sa ka 500005(6). Sun County Board of Zoning Adjustment

14. Prohibitions

(See Pg. 3 )
U . The fallowing danmeats also describe and/at restrict the operation of this facility (insert document date in spaces):

Date:

	

Data
q

	

Report of Facility Information 1119193 n Cataract Agrccmenn - opaamr
and contract

Land Use ]lrmia and Coaditlotal

	

4117190

	

n Waste Discharge Requirements

	

9/25/92
Use Permits

n Air Polhttian Permits and variances

	

1/14191

	

n Local & County Ordinances

FIR or Negative Dedatalion

	

3130190

	

q final Cloture & Post Closure
Haiatenaoa Plan

q

	

Lease Agreements - owner and operator 7/8191 q Amendment to RH 1/12194

n Preliminary Ooausr'Post ©o sre Plan

	

q Other (list):

q

	

donut Respom-thility
Document

•
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14. PROHIBITIONS

Operation of this facility shall not produce a significant adverse effect on public health and
safety and on the environment The following specific actions are prohibited:

1. Receipt of wastes which are not specifically referenced in the current Report of Waste
Discharge.

2. The acceptance of any oil field waste containing additives prohibited by DHS.

3. Discharge of waste, leachate, or Chemfix material to surface waters or surface water
drainage courses, or groundwater.

4. Burning of wastes.

5. Off-site migration of waste, litter, or leachate.

6. Receipt and processing of hazardous wastes.

7. Receipt and processing of biohazardous and medical wastes.

8. Receipt and processing of asbestos-containing materials (ACM's).

9. Receipt and processing of radioactive materials requiring state or federal regulation.

10. Vector propagation and harborage.

	

-

11. Off-site discharge of dust or odors sufficient to constitute a health hazard or public
nuisance.

12. Off-site flow of drainage water.

13. Receipt and processing of sewage sludge, septage, and highly odoriferous wastes.

14. On-site disposal of wastes.

15. Eating or smoking within on-site structures, loading, or processing and storage areas,
except where designated.

16. Scavenging.

17. Use of Chemfix-treated waste for any purpose other than as alternative daily cover, without
LEA review and approval .

3
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Facility/Perm Namben

15-AA-0297SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
16 . Self-Moaiioring:

a.

	

Ranks of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Report of Favlity tutonnatwa, wi l be reported as Won:

Progrran

	

J FReport Frequency

	

Agency Reported To:

a. A daily log of waste receipt ; weight
and/or volume of each waste type
number and type of vehicle, generator of
waste.

b. A daily log of special occurrences;
inappropriate waste receipt, injuries,
explosions, rues, earthquakes, closures,
emergency remediation.

c. Water quality documentation and
monitoring requirements in compliance
with the waste discharge requirements
issued by the Regional Water Quality
Control Board

d. Vector,

	

noise

	

and

	

litter

	

control Annual Summary KCEHSD
measures.

e. Results of the operator's load check and Annual Summary KCEHSD
hazardous waste screaming programs.

I. Compliance with emissions limitations Annual Summary . KCEHSD
specified in the Air Pollution Control
Permits.

g. Waste

	

streams

	

accepted

	

shall be Annual Summary KCEHSD
monitored daily for arsenic, benzene,
beryllium, cadmium, lead, mercury, and
toluene,

Annual Summary

	

Kern County Environmental Health Services
Department (KCEHSD)

Annual Summary

	

KCEHSD

Annual Summary

	

KCEHSD

4

192.



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

Faciacy twit Number.

SWIS # 1S-AA-0297

17. LEA Conditions

1. This facility shall comply with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and
Disposal.

2. This facility shall comply with all applicable federal, state, and local requirements and
enactments, including all mitigation measures established pursuant to the Public Resources
Code, Section 21081 .6.

3. Additional information concerning the design and operation of this facility shall be furnished
upon request Site access shall be granted for purposes of inspection, without prior
notification, to the LEA and other agencies conditioning this permit.

4. The operator shall be responsible for proper handling of all wastes accepted and for the release
for use or disposal of all wastes and recycled products at the facility. State-certified
laboratories shall be used to characterize and screen waste steams from all generators to
determine contaminant loads and compliance levels before accepting any waste.

5. The permittee shall be responsible for ensuring that each waste shipment originates from a
preapproved generator and that the waste consistently maintains the physical and chemical
characteristics for which it was approved, or the waste is determined by analysis and testing to
be nonhazardous according to the criteria specified in CCR Tide 22, Chapter 11.

6. . If the waste is determined to be hazardous after it has been accepted by the permittee, and
unless the waste generator is identified and the waste is returned, the permittee shall become
the hazardous waste generator and shall manage the waste according to Iaws and regulations
enforced by the Department of Toxics and Substance Control or the United States
Environmental Protection Agency.

7. Unless authorized by the LEA and the CIWMB, Chemfix-treated waste shall not be shipped
to any facility in Kern County for use as alternative daily cover or for disposal other than to
Arvin Sanitary J 	 andfiill.

8. The Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), through this Solid Waste Facilities Permit, may
prohibit or condition . the handling of waste or processed material to protect the public health
and safety-or tar mitigate adverse environmental impacts.

9. The station has a permitted processing maximum capacity of up to 720 tons per operating day
and has a maximum receipt capacity of 1,100 tons per day for liquid and solid wastes.

S
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FaclitifFamit Number:

SWIS * 15-AA-0297 fill
SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

17. LEA Conditions (continued)

10. Any change that would cause the design or operation of this Station to not conform with the
terms and conditions of this permit is prohibited. Any significant change that may be proposed
for this facility shall require submission of an amended Report of Station Information and
application for a Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit to the LEA.

11. The non-hazardous oilfield wastes as listed below are acceptable for processing/recycling and
treatment at this facility:

water-based drilling muds and cuttings
mineral oil-based drilling muds and cuttings
oil-based drilling muds and cuttings other than mineral oil-based drilling muds and cuttings
oil field wastewater and SO2 scrubber wastes
oil field tank and pit bottom sediments, and crude oil contaminated soils
other materials of similar chemical characteristics approved by the LEA CIWMB, and
RWQCB's Executive Officer:

12. Certification in the form of a Non-Hazardous Waste Manifest form from a preapproved
generator shall accompany each waste shipment and shall be signed by the generator.

13. In the event of unforeseen or accidental release of hazardous waste, handling operations sib
comply with Title 22, California Code of Regulations, Chapter 30.

14. Adequate lighting shall be provided for after sundown operations . The lighting system shall
be designed so that lighting fixtures will not cast a glare on properties adjacent to the Arvin
Sanitary Landfill.

15. The buildings and vehicles at the site shall be provided with fire protection equipment, as
required by the County of Kern Fire Marshall . Stationary structures shall be adequately
ventilated to prevent harmful accumulations of gases, dusts, or vapors.

16. Emergency eyewash, handwash, showers, and f irst aid provisions shall be readily accessible to
Station employees.

	

,

17. Station employees shall be provided with adequate changing, toilet, and handwash facilities.
Bottled drinking water shall be provided in designated areas . Nonpotable water distribution
lines and hose bibbs shall be labeled to prevent ingestion or cross-connection. Underground
water distribution lines shall be maintained a minimum of 25 feet from waste acceptance or
processing areas.

6
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SOLID WASTE FACIUTY PERMIT

Faditr/Pamit Number.

SWIS # 15-AA-0297

17. LEA Conditions (continued)

18. All equipment, processing, and receiving areas shall be provided with adequate, properly
maintained and situated, railings, curbs, backup barriers, grates, fences, and safety devices.
Mechanical blocking devices shall be provided to prevent accidental start-up of equipment
undergoing maintenance.

19. Telephones shall be located at the Station, with emergency contact names and numbers
prominently posted.

20. Site employees shall receive adequate safety training in the prevention of vehicular backing
accidents and hazardous waste recognition . Supervisory personnel shall complete an OSHA-
approved 24-hour hazardous Materials Awareness and Safety Course, renewed annually.
Workers in receipt and proce ssing areas shall be trained in emergency communication. Site
personnel shall also receive adequate training in operations, maintenance, and safety.

21. Storage containers and tanks shall be durable, easily cleanable, safe, and leakproof. A
minimum of two feet of freeboard shall be maintained in storage tanks to prevent overfilling.
Secondary containment structures shall be free of spillage.

22. Incoming open loads (end dumps) shall be covered or otherwise secured to prevent wastes
from falling or blowing off during transport. Vacuum trucks using the Station shall maintain
tank and valve integrity to prevent leakage en route to the facility . The operator shall post
these requirements as conditions of site access, log vehicles in noncompliance, and prohibit site
use for repeated offenses.

23. Access roads and unpaved work areas require dust supression. Trucks hauling finished product
shall be loaded in a manner to prevent overfill and spillage on haul roads . Roads and work
areas shall be constructed and maintained to promote adequate drainage and prevent standing
water.

24. Application of pesticides, rodenticides, or herbicides shall be performed by a state-licensed pest
control operator and in compliance with wildlife protective measures of the State of California
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) and the United States Department of the Interior,
Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS).

25. The operator shall be responsible for on-site occupational health and safety regulatory
compliance, pursuant to the guidelines established by the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA) and Cal-OSHA, for all facility employees, waste transport personnel,
and visitors.

7
k
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

Faality/Peamit Numb=

SWIS # 15 .AA-0297

17. LEA Conditions (continued)

26. Personal protective equipment shall be provided for all employees in receipt, processing, and
shipping areas, as required by Cal-OSHA and Federal OSHA standards

27. The operator shall ensure that safety equipment is maintained in satisfactory condition and is
worn or used by Station employees where required.

28. The operator shall maintain a sign at the entrance to the site stating no hazardous wastes are
accepted. Hours of operation and other pertinent information shall be provided.

29. The operator shall maintain emergency prooedures manual on site, kept current with the
following information:

a. Emergency telephone list
b. Action guides in check list format
c. Resources and equipment list
d. Response plans
e. Coordination plans

30: No more than 40 trucks per day shall enter the facility.

31. Storage silos shall:

a. Not exceed four hours of operation each day.
b. Operate without visible emissions.
c. Not have more than 120 tons per day of reagent transferred through.

32. Mass concentration of toxic materials in waste received shall not exceed the following values
without prior Air Pollution Control District approval:

Arsenic

	

6 .6 parts per million
Benzene

	

16.0 parts per million /
Beryllium

	

2.0 parts per million
Cadmium

	

6.0 parts per million
Lead

	

240.0 parts per million
Mercury

	

3.5 parts per million
Toluene

	

21.4 parts per million

8
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Faalit) Pentk Number.

SWIS # IS-AA-0297•
	

I	 SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

17. LEA Conditions (continued)

33. This permit is subject to regular review by the LEA and may be modified, suspended, or
revoked for sufficient cause after a hearing.

34. The permittee shall implement a. demonstration phase during the firstyear of operation. The

permittee shall demonstrate suitability of Naturfi1 as an alternative cover for use at the Arvin
Landfill, including comprehensive screening and monitoring programs, in accordance with LEA
and CIWMB criteria.

35. The Local Enforcement Agency shall review the permit every five (5) years or sooner if there
has been an unauthorized release of hazardous material or a significant change in design or
operation.

36. The operator shall retain the right of refusal of any material which is not considered suitable
for processing because of economics or the inability to handle properly.

37. Material stockpiled on site shall be stored in a manner to prevent nuisance, odor, or dust
problems. All incoming wastes shall be processed and final product removed within time
frames described in the Report of Station Information. A maximum period of 30 days or a
period approved by the LEA shall be established for turnover of processed materials.

VP:cli
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Attachment 4
State of California

	

California Environmental
Protection Agency

MEMORANDUM

To :

	

Suzanne Talams

	

Date: January 28, 1994
Permits Branch - South
Permitting and Compliance Division

From :	 	 I % 	
Toni Galloway
Office of Local Assistance, Central Section
Governmental & Regulatory Affairs Division
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : CONFORMANCE. FINDING FOR THE VENVIROTEK-ARVIN
PROCESSING/RECYCLING STATION, NUMBER 15-AA-0297

The proposed project involves a permit revision for the
VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling Station, located one mile
south of Bear Mountain Boulevard on Wheeler Ridge Road . The 5
acre site is an existing non-hazardous oilfield waste and
contaminated soil waste processing/recycling station.

The proposed project revision includes adding crude oil
contaminated soil and SO2 scrubber waste to the types of waste
accepted and processed/recycled at the facility, as well as the
addition of a roaster to the facility's operational equipment.
According to the Amended January 19, .1993, Report of Station
Information, the Chemfix process used by VenVirotek is a
solidification and chemical fixation/encapsulation process
capable of converting the non-hazardous oilfield wastes into a
final product that is suitable for use as a landfill cover
material .

	

-

PRC 44009 : Waste Diversion Requirement

Board staff have reviewed ., the proposed VenVirotek-Arvin
Processing/Recycling Station . Permit, the Report of Facility
Information, and the Unincorporated Kern County Preliminary Draft
Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) . The County
determined that the disposal of oilfield mining wastes were not
part of the waste stream designated within the Kern County's
Waste Generation study . These wastes are typically classified as
designated wastes and either treated or sent to a class I or II
facility for disposal . The wastes that are sent to the
VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling Station are recycled and/or
processed as landfill cover for use at the Arvin Sanitary
Landfill . They are not disposed of as waste in Kern County.
Based on this review and in consultation with Mr . Gregg
Strakaluse of Kern County, Board staff have determined that the
proposed permit revision for VenVirotek-Arvin
Processing/Recycling Station should not prevent or substantially
impair the achievement of the waste diversion requirements of AB
939 .

•

•
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Suzanne Talams
15-AA-0297
January 28, 1994

PRC 50000: Conformance with the CoSWMP

The newly constructed VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling
Station is located at the Arvin Sanitary Landfill, an existing
facility that is identified and described in Table 13-2, page 13-
23, of the 1988 Kern County Solid Waste Management Plan (CoSWMP).
Amendment #2 to the CoSWMP was made May 22, 1990, which now
identifies the VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling Station as
part of the CoSWMP (added to page 10-13) . Based on this
information staff concludes that the requirements of •PRC 50000
have' been met'.

PRC 50000 .5 : Consistency with the General Plan

According to the Proposed Solid Waste Facilities Permit number
15-AA-0297 for the VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling Station,
dated January 27, 1994, the Kern County Planning and Development
Services has made the determination that the project is
consistent with, and designated in, the general plan . This
information was verified by Mr . Gregg Strakaluse of Kern County.

Summary of Conclusions

Based upon the review of the submitted documents, the proposed
permit conforms with. the provision of AB 2296 as follows:

1.

	

The permit is consistent with the State's waste diversion
requirements (PRC 44009).

2.

	

The facility is in conformance with the County's Solid Waste
Management Plan (CoSWMP) (PRC 50000).

3.

	

The facility is consistent with the Kern County General Plan
(PRC 50000 .5) .
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Attachment 5
APPENDIX A

MITIGATION MONITORING IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULES

The following summarizes key monitoring and reporting requirements for this operation . Those E'er
identified as 'Permit Conditions' are self-monitoring requirements of the operator, to be verified.
inspections performed by the LEA. Monitoring items from the Mitigated Negative Declaration are annotat
"CEQA' ; concerns of California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) are identified -WDI
Monitoring and compliance schedules establ ished by the conditional use permits . CUP 14, Map 144, a
identified 'CUP' and require self-monitoring, with reports to the Kern County Department of Planning a:
Developmental Services. Annual inspection requirements with the local and state fire preventati
regulations reference the Kern County Fire Department . The Kern County Air Pollution Control Distr
issued . 17 Authority to Construct Permits: the requirements for these ATCs are noted and refereac
'APCD'

MONITORING ANT) REPORTING SUMMARY

A.

	

Prior to Development and Initial Receipt

1 .

	

Solid Waste Facilities Permit issued by Kern County; copy submitted to Kern Coin
Department of Planning and Development Services . (CEQA).

L

	

LEA and CIWMB approval of preacceptance and generator certification programs. A
minimum, the programs shall include written description of the following:
a) Name(s) of the sources of the oil field waste
b) The generator's name
c) The generator's authorized waste hauler
d) A description of the waste
e) A description of ,current waste d isposal practices for the waste intended

processing

3 .

	

LEA and CIWMB approval of the Waste Characterization pro gram for all wastes exc.
water-based drilling muds. The program shall include the following:
a) A bioassay test by CCR. Title 22 . Section 66696
b) An ignitability test by CCR; Title 22 . Section 66702
c) Total petroleum hydrocarbons by DHS Method

Sampling shall be in conformance with the California Code of Regulations . Title 22. Sect:
66694. Test results and VenVirotek's written approval or denial of each waste must
submitted to . the CIWMB and the LEA as new wastes are identified and tested.

4.

	

List of all processing chemicals and accompanying MSDS, including laboratory reage:
used on site (WDR).

5 .

	

Approval by LEA and Kern County Planning and Development Services for the follow
(from CUP, Permit Conditions):
a) Chemical storage and maintenance plan
b) Laboratory testing program of waste stream influent and effluent . including a sys:

of daily testing of accepted waste materials
c) Method of water supply and sewage disposal
d) Drainage control and flood hazard plans
e) Final engineered plot and grading plans

Signa ge
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6.

	

All technical reports submitted to. and approved by. RWQCB (WDRs) shall be co pied
LEA for review: significant changes may initiate permit modification (Permit Condition

i .

	

Operator shall acquire all necessary gradin g and building permits (CEQA. CUP).

3. Operator shall submit plan for control of fugitive dust for APCD review and approval, a
submit two copies of the approved plan to the Kern County Department of Planning a
Development, Services. Operator shall acquire APCD ATC permit (CEQA. CUP).

9. Initial biota report prepared. submitted, and approved per Permit: mitigation shall
completed prior to commencement of site construction (CEQA . CUP).

10. Archeological impact assessment prepared, submitted, and approved per Permit (CEC
CUP. Permit Conditions).

11. Traffic/Encroachment provisions. including all required reports and improvemer
completed (CUP).

12. Prior to untreated waste or Chetnfix product release for reuse or disposal . opera
('dischar ger') shall demonstrate to RWQCB that Cltemtix material or untreated waste
not be considered 'designated ' for the intended use/disposal site . Such intended site st
be under adopted WDRs.

B.

	

Beginning with Initial Waste Receipt

1 .

	

Daily Monitoring

a)

	

Operations Log
i

. (6)
(7)

(8 )

	

.

Sources. wei ght/volume, waste type, generator and hauler of all wa:
received (CUP, Permit Conditions . WDR. APCD)
Volumelmethods utilized for treatment of waste types (Permit Conditic
WDR. APCD)
Weight/volume of waste processed and placed within curing cells (Per
Conditions, WDR. APCD)
Weight/volume transferred from curing cells (Permit Conditions. WDI
Final disposition of processed wastes, with weight/volume per site
d isposition (Permit Conditions. WDR)
Public complainusuggestion log (CUP)
Signature of,jeach shift superintendent. indicating hours of di.
supervision (Permit Conditions)
Reagent and other treatment chemicals used (APCD)

b)

	

Lo g of S pecial Occurrence (CEQA. Permit Conditions)

(1) Rejected

	

loads, with

	

generator,

	

waste

	

type,

	

and

	

propc
disposition/destination of load (disposal . or return to generator)

(2) Receipt of combusting loads, evidence of combustion tort-gassing, es .
heat gcne.auon, or fire)

(3) Accidents, with or without injuries, with person(s) involved . nature
occurrence, result

(4) Spills, including all unauthorized or otherwise impro per waste, reagent
product release

A-2
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(5) Receipt and acceptance of wastes in a manner other than as stipulated
within Permit, with interim holding provisions and final d isposition of
wastes

(6) Occurrence of extreme adverse weather conditions.

c)

	

Hazardous Waste Screeninoll oad Check Proem

(1) Number and description of loads randomly or selectively checked, with
waste characterization and results (processing, d isposal, or load rejection).
Lack of load checks during any 24-hour period shall also be indicated on
daily log (WDR . CEQA, Permit Conditions).

(2) Eight-hour composite samples representative of the wastes to be treated
shall be obtained, analyzed, and reported quarterly (WDR).

d)

	

PrncessinwRecvcline Operatic	 .

Types of material, weightsNolumes logged daily (Permit Conditions,
APCD).
Verification by actual analysis of material received that mass concentrations
of toxic materials as per ATC levels are not exceeded (APCD).
Verify and record compliance with daily emissions levels in the ATC
(APCD).

e)

	

Li q uids and Drainape Collection and Removal Systems . Daily inspection for
integrity of tanks, pumps.

Weekly Monitoring

Incoming wastes are sampled every eight hours . composited, and tested for pH. electrical
conductivity, oil and grease (USEPA Method 418 .1), total petroleum hydrocarbons (USEPA Method
8020 or 8015 modified), total organic carbon, and moisture content, as specified by RWQCB
(WDR)

3.

	

Monthly Monitoring

a).	Soil moisture sensing devices for presence/absence of fluids (WDR)

b) Tabular assessment of all inappropriate waste types and volumes received, with
destination of load after either rejection and retrieval by generator. or shipment for
disposal off site by operator (WDR)

iI

4.

	

BI-monthly (every other month) Monitoring

Engineering properties of the processed Chemtix material shall be sampled and assessed for
permeability, cation exchange capacity, unconfined compressive strength, and moisture content, as
specified by RWQCB (WDR).

5.

	

Quarterly Monitoring and Reporting

a)

	

Chemical analyses of Chemrix material from each curing .ell :hail be performed
upon representative samples, for:
(I)

	

Toxic substances listed ih Title 22 CCR, Article 11 (WDR)
(2)

	

Volatiles, semi-volatiles . pesticides, PCBs (WDR)
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b)

	

Quarterly Waste Processing Report
(1) Soil moisture monitoring in curing cells (WDR)
(2) Daily log of wastes received and processed, by' waste type, volume,

generator, and hauler (WDR)
(3) Monthly tabulation of rejected loads or receipt and off-site disposal of

inappropriate loads (WDR)
(4) Volume of Chemmc produced daily (WDR)
(5) List of dates, volumes, and destinations of all Chemr-nt material solid

(WDR)
(6) List of dates, volumes, and locations of ultimate disposal of any untreated

or partially treated wastes or Chemlix materials npj used as approved, for
daily/intermediate cover (WDR)

(7) All analytical results, and dates the samples were taken, during the quarter
(WDR)

(8) Certificate that waste receipt and processing, handling and d isposal have
been in compliance (WDR)

6.

	

Annually

Maintain compliance with local, state, and federal rue codes. The site is subject to annual
inspection (Permit Conditions. APCD).

C.

	

Change in Operations or Facility Design

1. Immediate notification of LEA and RWQCB of any changes in site or operations that could
impair environmental protective measures (Permit Conditions, WDR)

2. Immediately notify any new owner/operator of all existing permits, orders, requirements . and
liabilities associated with this facility operation (WDR)

3. Notify LEA and RWQCB 120 days prior to proposed facility changes (Permit Conditions.
WDR)

4. Ninety (90) days prior to cessation of processing operations, submit site assessment work
plan to RWQCB (WDR)

5. Submit engineering report with results of contaminant assessment to RWQCB within 120
days after approval of work plan (WDR)

6. Prior to closure of site (VenVirotek Processing/Recycling Station), submit Closure Plan to
LEA and Kern County Planning and Developmental Services (CUP)

D .

	

Processing Station Closure

Remove a0 wastes. products . and geologic materials contaminated with either waste or product from
facility, as approved by RWQCB (WDR) .

A-4



ATTACHMENT 6 •

California Integrated Waste Management Board
Permit Decision No . 94-10

February 24, 1994

WHEREAS, the operator for VenVirotek-Arvin
Processing/Recycling Station which is located on a five acre
parcel of land within the existing Arvin Landfill property, has
submitted an application for a Solid Waste Facility Permit (SWFP)
to the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA), the Kern County
Environmental Health Services Department ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA has submitted to the Board a proposed SWFP
for its consideration of concurrence in or objection to a new
SWFP for the VenVirotek-Arvin Processing/Recycling Station ; and

WHEREAS, the facility is currently operating under a
Stipulated Order of Compliance issued by the LEA on July 13, 1993
to allow the facility to receive non-hazardous oil field wastes
and contaminated soils for processing with the intent of
producing a final non-hazardous product that can be used at the
Arvin Landfill for alternative landfill cover ; and

WHEREAS, the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board has issued Waste Discharge Requirements (Order #92-199)
which allow VenVirotek to accept and process the proposed waste
'types ; and

' WHEREAS, the Kern County Department of Planning and
Development Services, the lead agency for the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review, prepared a Negative
Declaration (ND), SCH #89020082, with mitigation measures . Board
staff reviewed the ND and provided comments to the County on
March 1, 1990 . A Notice of Determination was filed on April 19,
1990 ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA and Board staff have reviewed the ND and
mitigation measures and found that they adequately address
California Environmental Quality Act requirements ; and

WHEREAS, the LEA and Board staff have evaluated the proposed
permit and supporting documentation for consistency with the
standards adopted by the Board and have determined that the
facility's design and operations are in compliance with State
Minimum Standards ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
conformance with the County Solid Waste Management Plan,
consistency with the Kern County General Plan and compliance with
CEQA . S
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facility Permit No . 15-AA-0297.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on February 24, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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ITEM:

COMMITTEE
ACTION:

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of
Revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the El
Sobrante Landfill, Riverside County

At the time that this item went to print, the
Permitting and Enforcement Committee had not yet
taken an action on this item .

a

Name:

Facility Type:

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Operational
Status:

Volumetric
Capacity:

Operator/
Owner

LEA :

El Sobrante Landfill,
Facility No .

	

33 .-AA-0217

Class III Municipal Solid Waste Sanitary
Landfill

10910 Dawson Canyon Road,
Seven miles southeast of Corona, California

178 acres, about 90 planned for disposal

Surrounding land uses include clay and
mineral mining, the Temescal Canyon sludge
compost facility, agricultural, and
residential.

Active and permitted to accept up to 2,000
tons per day under a solid waste facilities
permit issued in January 1993.

Total estimated capacity of 8 million tons
waste with space for approximately 5 .75

of

S

•

million tons remaining . The existing site is
estimated to close in 2004.

Western Waste Industries, Inc.
Chuck Tobin, Vice-President

Local Solid Waste Management Enforcement
Agency for Riverside County
Department of Environmental Health
John Fanning, Director
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Proposed Proiect

The proposed permit would allow the operator to accept up to
4,000 tons of solid waste per operating day.

SUMMARY :

Site History The El Sobrante Landfill is a privately owned and
operated landfill that is also affiliated with the County of
Riverside . This site was the first large privately owned disposal
facility in Riverside County . In October 1985, the California
Waste Management Board concurred in the issuance of the initial
solid waste facilities permit . The LEA issued the permit in
November 1985 . The first load of waste, pictured on the cover of
the March 1987 issue of Waste Age, was received at the site in
July 1986 . The initial permit indicated that the site was 160
acres in size and was "anticipated" to receive 600 - 800 tons per
day (TPD) and that this would increase to about 1,000 TPD by its
25th year of operation . The permit was revised in 1990 and 1992
and modified in 1993 . These changes have brought the site to its
current size and 2,000 TPD operation.

• The County has a contractual agreement with Western Waste which
allows the importation of a total of about 1 .1 million tons of
waste from Los Angeles and San Bernardino counties . The balance
of the capacity is reserved for Riverside County waste . As of
October 1, 1993, the remaining contracted capacity for out of
county waste was 922,463 tons.

On January 31, 1994 Board staff contacted staff of the Santa Ana
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) . Although some
groundwater contamination has occurred at the site, RWQCB staff
is generally satisfied with the efforts of the operator . RWQCB
staff indicated that the proposed 4,000 TPD maximum should not
pose any added threat to groundwater.

Facility Description The El Sobrante Landfill is located in the
western part of the County, about seven miles southeast of Corona
and two miles south of Lake Mathews . It is sited in the foothills
east of Temescal Valley between Olsen Canyon and Dawson Canyon.
The entrance is accessed from the Temescal Canyon Road exit of
Interstate 15.

Within three miles of the landfill, land uses include clay and
mineral mining, industrial/manufacturing, agricultural, and low
density residential uses.

•

	

Of the 178 acre site, about 90 acres are currently permitted for
disposal . This "footprint" would not be altered in this permit



El Sobrante Landfill

	

Agenda Item aft	•
Page 3 of 8	 February 24, 1994

revision . According to the final grading plan, the final
elevation will be 1,425 feet above mean sea level, which would
bring the top of the cap approximately flush with the adjacent

. ridge lines.

The estimated capacity of the site is 16 .4 million cubic yards,
including waste and cover . Assuming a waste :cover ratio of 3 :1,
about 12 .3 million cubic yards of this space would consist of
waste . This translates to about 8 million tons of waste (1,300
lbs ./cubic yard) . Since the site has received about 2 .25 million
tons of waste, there are approximately 5 .75 million tons of waste
capacity remaining.

In addition to the landfill operations, the site contains two
unlined evaporation ponds . The ponds are not within the disposal
footprint and are permitted to receive septic tank wastes only.
After evaporation of a pond to a minimum solids content of 50k,
the residue is removed and placed into the landfill . In reality,
very little septage has been received at El Sobrante as
alternative methods of septage processing (e .g . water treatment
plants) are available in the area.

The site is open to both commercial haulers and the general
public . Waste receipt occurs between 6 :00 a .m . and 6 :00 p .m . with
ancillary operations occurring during the early morning and
evening . The landfill access road is paved and well maintained.
After going past the scales, the road to the active face is
clearly marked for traffic . The working face is generally limited
to a 150 foot by 250 foot area for commercial dumping . Level
areas are provided adjacent to the active face for the site's
public users.

Unloaded refuse is pushed and compacted by the site's dozers and
compactors . A 1,300 pound per cubic yard density is estimated.
Bulky items are separated from loads, placed at the toe of the
face, and covered with waste . Special wastes, which include egg
washing wastes and dead animals, are mixed with other solid
wastes and placed into areas excavated at the toe of the working
face and then covered with soil.

At the end of each day, a minimum of six inches of compacted
daily cover is placed on the waste . Previously, the operator had,
in a unique manner, placed twelve inches of cover each evening
and removed some to all of the cover the following morning.
However, some concerns arose from the use of this practice, and
the operator now places cover conventionally.

Environmental Controls The operator maintains the site in a
manner that minimizes environmental concerns .

•

•
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Dust control strategies include watering, chemical stabilizers,
and revegetation . The control measures are detailed in a dust
control plan which is reviewed annually by the South Coast Air
Quality Management District.

There is a landfill gas collection and flare system on-site for
control of methane . The system is designed to minimize
groundwater contamination, gas surface emissions, and off-site
gas migration.

Litter is minimized through clean up by on-site personnel, use of
litter fences during windy periods, and the use of a small
working face for disposal.

Odor has not yet been an issue at the facility, perhaps because
of the adjacent Temescal Canyon Sludge Composting Facility . The
use of daily cover, a small working face, and the gas collection
system reduce the possible odor effects of the site . Chemical
deodorants will be used in the ponds if required.

Noise impacts are minimized by the use of proper . noise
attenuation devices on the site's heavy equipment and the

0 . relatively great distances to proximal residences.

Vectors and bird nuisances are minimized by the use of daily
cover and a small active face.

A hazardous waste screening program is in effect to minimize the
potential for disposal of hazardous waste . This program includes
a random load check element and training of site personnel.

Resource Recovery Proqrams Other than the diversion of large
metallic objects (e .g . white goods, etc .) and tires, no material
recovery operations will take place at the site . A woodwaste
grinding operation is contemplated for the future.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to PRC Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar
days to concur in or object to the issuance of a solid waste
facilities permit . Since the permit was received on January 28,
1994, the last day the Board could act is March 29, 1994.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff has
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and has
found . that the permit is acceptable for the Board's consideration

• of concurrence . In making this determination the following items
were considered :

cao9
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1 . Conformance with County Plan ,

2 .

The LEA has found that the El Sobrante Landfill is
conformance with the Riverside County Solid Waste
Plan (CoSWMP) . Board staff agree with said finding
found that the site is identified and is found on
of the 1989 Riverside CoSWMP.

Consistency with General Plan

in
Management
and have

page XI-7

The LEA has determined that the facility is consistent with
the Riverside County Comprehensive General Plan as described
in the adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration for
Environmental Assessment No . 36578, dated December 7, 1993.
In addition, per Section 18 .2 of Riverside County Land Use
Ordinance No . 348, a land use permit is not required for
this facility at this time . Board staff agree with said
finding.

3.

	

Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Governmental and Regulatory Affairs
Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC 44009, to
determine if the record contains substantial evidence that
the proposed project would impair the achievement of waste
diversion goals . Based on available information, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit should
neither impair nor substantially prevent the County of
Riverside, nor. any of the other jurisdictions from which the
site receives waste, from achieving its waste diversion
goals . The analysis used in making this determination is
included as Attachment 5.

4.

	

California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation and certification of an
environmental document . The County of Riverside has
prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration (ND) for the
proposed project . The ND (SCH #93092106) has indicated that
there are no significant environmental impacts associated
with this project . The Riverside County Board of
Supervisors voted to adopt the ND on December 7, 1993 . The
mitigation measures which conditioned this adoption are
listed in the Mitigation Monitoring Program found as
Attachment 4 . The Notice of Determination was sent to the
County Clerk and State Clearinghouse on December 10, 1993.

After reviewing the environmental documentation for the
project, Board staff have determined that CEQA has been

•

AID
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complied with and that the ND is adequate and appropriate
for the Board's use in evaluating the proposed permit.

5 .

	

Conformance with State Minimum Standards

In conjunction with the LEA and the Santa Ana RWQCB, staff
of the Board's Enforcement Branch, Redlands office,
inspected the site on January 13, 1994 . Staff identified one
permit violation and two violations of state minimum
standards (SMS).

The violations of SMS cited by Board staff were:

n 14 CCR 17677 Spreading and Compaction

The operator generally was in compliance with this
standard . However, in one difficult to access area, the
waste was not sufficiently spread and compacted . The
inspector noted that the poor compaction in this area
"was in sharp contrast" to the rest of the working
face.

n 14 CCR 17682 Cover

Upon arrival at the site, the inspectors noted areas of
waste that were not adequately covered . The problem may
have partially arisen because of the more complex
practice of placing twelve'inches of cover nightly and
removing it before the next day's operations . With the
operator going to the standard six inch "non-removed"
daily cover, this problem should be alleviated.

The operator was also cited for allowing landfill activities
outside the operating hours of the permit . The adoption of
the new Report of Disposal Site Information conditioning the
proposed permit before the Board, which clarifies when
specific activities may occur, would resolve this issue.

In addition to the above violations, the LEA inspector cited
the operator for a violation of 14 CCR 17673 Supervision . It
is the Riverside County LEA's policy to give this violation
when other multiple violations are documented.

The inspectors also did note elevated levels of methane gas
in one area of the site, but not levels sufficient to
trigger the issuance of a violation . This information was
transmitted to staff of the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) .

a~~



El Sobrante Landfill

	

Agenda Item Ry
Page 7 of 8	 February 24, 1994

	

•

On February 1, the Riverside County LEA revisited the site
and documented that the El Sobrante Landfill was in
compliance with State Minimum Standards . In addition, staff
of SCAQMD were also present at the site and directed the
operator to correct some leaking equipment which is
suspected be the source of the detected gas.

6. Operating Liability/Financial Assurances

Board Financial Assurances staff evaluated the financial
means test for the operator . A review of the available
documentation indicates that the operator has sufficiently
demonstrated operating liability coverage for the El
Sobrante Landfill.

Staff also have reviewed the trust fund for closure and
postclosure maintenance costs . The fund is adequately funded
as of the June 30, 1993 anniversary date based on
information provided by the operator and adjusted for
inflation.

7. Closure and Postclosure Maintenance Plan

Per a condition found in this proposed permit and
correspondence between the LEA and operator, the preliminary
closure\postclosure maintenance plans for the El Sobrante
Landfill will be due in July 1995 at latest.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a revised Solid Waste Facilities Permit is being
proposed, the Board must either object or concur with the
proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommends that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 94-08
concurring in the issuance of revised Solid Waste Facilities
Permit No . 33-AA-0217.

ATTACHMENTS :

1. Location Map
2. Facility Map
3. Permit No . 33-AA-0217
4. Mitigation Monitoring Program
5. Governmental and Regulatory Affairs Division Analysis
6. Permit Decision No . 94-08

e
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Prepared By : David Otsubo 9'a

.IyIB~

Approved By : Suzanne Talams/Don D' :r	 Phone : 255-2453

Approved By : Douglas Okumura	 .2Ao91	 Phone : 255-2431

Phone : 255-2374
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

Attachment 3
1 . Facility/Permit Number

33-AA-0217/94-01

2. Name and Street Address of Facility

El Sobrante Landfill
10910 Dawson Canyon Road

Corona, CA 91719

3 . Name and Mailing Address of Operator
Western Waste Industries, Inc.

21061 South Western Avenue

Torrance, CA 90501

4. Name and Mailing Address of Owner

Same

5. Specifications--

a . Permitted Operations

	

q
q

.

	

0
q

b. Permitted Hours of Operation :

Composting Facility (mixed wastes)

	

q

	

Processing Facility
Composting Facility (yard waste)

	

q

	

Transfer Station
Landfill Disposal Site

	

q

	

Transformation Facility
Material Recovery Facility

	

q

	

Other.

The facility shall accept waste from 6 :00 am. to 6 :00 pm. Monday through Saturday except on recognized County holidays . Other activities
may be conducted during hours as described in RDSI, page 5-1, item # 2, 3 . 4).

c. Permitted Tons per Operating Day:

Non-Hazardous - General
Non-Hazardous - Sludge
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled recyclables
Non-Hazardous - Other (See Section 14 of Permit)
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit)
Hazardous (See Section 14 of Permit)

Total

4000
00
00
00
00
00
4000

520
00
00
00
00
00
520

bearing

Tons/Day
Tons/Day
Tons/Day
Tons/Day
Tons/Day
Tons/Day
Tons/Day

Vehicles/Day
Vehicles/Day
Vehicles/Day
Vehicles/Day
Vehicles/Day
Vehicles/Day
Vehicles/Day

LEA and CIWMB validations):

d . Permitted Traffic Volume:

Non-Hazardous - General
Non-Hazardous - Sludge
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled recyclables
Non-Hazardous - Other (See Section 14 of Permit)
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit)
Hazardous (See Section 14 of Permit)

e . Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown

Total

on site plans

Total Disposal . Transfer

	

MRF

	

Composting

	

Transformation

Permitted Area (in acres)
Design Capacity
Maximum Elevation (Ft. MSL)
Maximum Depth (Ft . BSG)
Estimated Closure Date

This permit is granted solely to the operator
Further, upon a significant change in
attached permit findings and conditions
facility permits.

178 acres

d'y

named above,
design or operation

are integral parts

90 acres
16.4 million cy

r r
and is not transferable.

from that described
of this permit and

N/A

	

N/A

	

N/A

	

N/A

N/A

	

N/A

	

N/A

	

N/A

'

	

. .

	

r - ~'

	

'•

	

-

	

-

Upon a change of operator, this permit is no longer valid.
herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension . The

supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste

6 . Approval: 7 . Enforcement Agency Name and Address:

Local Solid Waste Management Enforcement
Agency for Riverside County
1737 Atlanta Avenue, Building ••H-5••
Riverside, CA 92507

John M . Fanning/Chairman, LEA

8 . Received by CIWMB:

JAN 2 8 1994

9. CIWMB Concurrence Date:

10 . Permit Review Due Date: 11 .

	

Permit Issued Date:

July 10, 1995 •

Page 1 of 48 f g



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
1 . Facility/Permit Number

33-AA-0217/94-01

12 . Legal Description of Facility (attach map with RFI):

Northeast'' A of Section 26 in Township 4 South and Range 6 West, and 18 acres of Section 23 in Township 4 South and

Range 6 West on San Bernardino Baseline and Meridian

13 . Findings - -

a. This permit is consistent with the County Solid Waste Management Plan Public Resources Code, Section 50001 . (1989)

b. This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB). Public Resources
Code, Section 44010

	

i

c. The design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal as
determined by the LEA and CIWMB.

d. The Riverside County Fire Department has determined that the facility is in conformance with applicable fire standards as required in
Public Resources Code, Section 44151 . (12/09/93)

e. A Notice of Determination was filed with the State Clearinghouse pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6 . (12/10193)

f. A county-wide Integrated Waste Management Planhas not been approved by the California Integrated Waste Management Board.

g. The Department of Waste Management, Planning Section, made a written determination that the facility is consistent with and
designated in the Riverside County General Plan . Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5 (a) – (Leslie Likens, Senior Planner,
12107/93)

h. The Department of Waste Management, Planning Section has made a written finding that surrounding land use is compatible with the
facility operation, as required in Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5 (b) . (12/07/93)

14 . Prohibitions - -

The permittee is prohibited from accepting any liquid waste sludge, non-hazardous waste requiring special handling, designated waste, or
hazardous waste unless such waste is specifically listed below, and unless the acceptance of such waste is authorized by all applicable
permits.

The permittee is additionally prohibited from accepting the following items:

• Sewage & Industrial Sludges

• Wet Waste (waste with more than 50% liquid content)

• Hot or Cold Ashes

• Hazardous Waste

• Burning Materials -

• Hazardous & Designated Wastes

• Untreated Medical Waste

•

	

Explosives

• Pesticides

The permittee shall not conduct or allow the following activities:

• Scavenging

• Open burning

• Disposal of untreated medical waste

• Disposal of hazardous or designated waste

•

	

Disposal of liquid wastes directly into landfill
v

• Disposal of sludge from waste water treatment facilities

• Operating during hours of darkness (except as provided in RDSI, page 5-1, section 5 .1,# 2, 3, 4)

• Discharging of explosives or detonation of explosive devices

• Accepting of any waste material after achieving final grade

• Allowing standing water on covered fill surfaces

• The discharge of liquid wastes to any evaporation-percolation pond which has less than 12 inches of freeboard .

Page 2 of 4a/ 7



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
1 . Facility/Permit Number

33-AA-0217/94-01

15 .

	

The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility:

Palff

	

Mitt
Report of Disposal Site Information

	

12/93

	

0

	

Contract Agreements (including amendments)

	

07/27/93
(Rev.01/25/94)

q

	

Land Use Permits and Conditioal Use Permits N/A ® Waste Discharge Requirements 85-131 09/13185
W.D .R amendment 93-57

	

09/10/93
©

	

Air Pollution Permits

	

Several

	

q

	

Local & County Ordinances

	

N/A
®

	

Negative Declaration/

	

12/10/93

	

q

	

Final Closure & Post Closure Maintenance

	

N/A
(Notice of Determination)

	

Plan
q

	

Lease Agreements - owner and operator N/A q Amendments to RFI N/A
q

	

Preliminary Closure/Post Closure Plan N/A ® Operating Liability 01/18/94
©

	

Closure Financial Responsibility Document

	

06/20/90

	

q

	

Other (list):

	

N/A
(Trust Fund)

16 . Self-Monitoring - -

a . The results of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Report of Disposal Site Information (RDSI), will be reported as follows:

Program : Reporting Frequency : Agency Reported To:
Landfill gas monitoring
Flare station monitoring
Ground water quality monitoring
Total daily tonnage
Cuts to natural terrain / depth to ground water
Special occurrences log
Vehicles maintenance log

Quarterly
Daily
Quarterly
Monthly
Monthly
Daily'
Monthly

AQMD & LEA
AQMD & LEA
CRWQCB-SAR & LEA
LEA
LEA
LEA (inspection)
LEA (inspection)

17 . LEA Conditions - -

a .

	

This facility shall comply with all federal, state, and local requirements and enactments, including all mitigation
measures given in any certified environmental document filed pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6.

b.

	

The operator shall make copies of all inspection reports and permits issued by this and other regulatory agencies
available for review by site personnel and authorized representatives ofall responsible agencies during normal office
hours . In addition, the operator shall provide on-site copies of this permit and the RDSI.

c .

	

The facility is permitted to receive the following non-hazardous solid wastes:

•

	

Septic tank and chemical toilet wastes

•

	

Municipal solid waste

•

	

Agricultural wastes

•

	

Animal wastes (manure and stable wastes)

•

	

Construction and demolition wastes

•

	

Inert materials

•

	

Dead animals

•

	

Tires (may not be landfilled unless permanently reduced in volume : RDSI, page 5-8, Section #5 .4 .3)

•

	

Egg washing wastes

•

	

Urban wood wastes (see RDSI, page 5-12, Section 5 .6 . Resource Recovery, # 3)

•

	

White goods and other large metallic materials (see LEA Conditions 17 . j.)

d .

	

The operator shall provide the LEA with any additional information the LEA deems necessary to permit and inspect
this facility.

e .

	

This permit supersedes the permit previously issued on January 11, 1993 . This permit reflects an increase in
maximum daily tonnage from 2000 to 4000 tons per day.

f.

	

To comply with Title 14, Section 17497 (Personnel Health and Safety), the operator shall ensure that all personnel
assigned to waste disposal duties have and utilize (when and where appropriate) the following personal safety
equipment: dust masks, hearing protection devices, safety glasses or goggles, safety vests, heavy work gloves, heavy
work boots (steel shanks and toes recommended), and hard hats . Where applicable, this equipment shall meet all state

and federal safety standards . The operator shall maintain an on-site copy of the facility's Health and Safety Plan .

Page 3
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
1 . Facility/Permit Number

33-AA-0217/94-01

17 . LEA Conditions (continued)

g. The operator shall ensure the facility is in compliance with the hazardous waste screening program as presented in
Section 6 .12 (p . 6-20) and Appendix N of the RDSI. The operator may amend this program with LEA approval.

h. At a minimum, the landfill supervisor shall maintain a special occurrences log . The log shall at least include the
following:

• fires
▪ explosions
▪ earthquake
• property damage

• accidents and/or injuries
• other unusual occurrences
• any incidents involving hazardous waste
• weather conditions that adversely impact site operations
• visits by regulatory agencies (name, agency, mailing address and phone number)

The following environmental measurements shall be reported to the LEA on a quarterly basis:

• a copy of the most recent MMIS report on E.A . # 36578
• number and type of vehicles utilizing the site each day (collection and public loads)
• quantities of solid waste received each day
• quantities of liquid waste received each day

A responsible officer or representative of the perrnittee shall attest to the accuracy of the report, and sign to that
effect. The operator shall submit the report to the LEA in accordance with the following schedule:

REPORTING PERIOD

	

REPORT DUE
January through March

	

May 1
April through June

	

August 1
July through September

	

November 1
October through December

	

February 1

j. The operator shall manage white goods and any other large metallic materials in accordance with Public
Resources Code, Section 42170 . The procedures for managing these materials are given in the(RDSI, page 5-8
Section 5 .4 .2, item #6, and Appendix B, Section 2 .4 .1 .2, entitled Draft Refrigeration Appliances and Metallic
Discards Policy). These procedures may be amended by the operator with LEA approval.

k. The operator shall submit preliminary closure and post closure maintenance plans with the next application for
permit review . The next permit review application is due on July 10, 1995 . Alternately, the operator shall file
these plans with the next application for permit revision or modification.

In addition, the operator shall file final closure and post closure maintenance plans at least two years prior to
closing the facility . On the basis of current estimates of remaining site capacity and fill rate, these plans might be
due as early as January 1, 2002 .

Dann d of 4a109
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1 .0 BACKGROUND

1. This Mitigation Monitoring Program (Program) has been prepared to comply with

Section 21081 .6 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) . Section 21081 .6

requires that public agencies adopt a monitoring program for measures included as part

of a proposed project to mitigate or avoid significant effects to the environment.

2. An Environmental Assessment/Negative Declaration as an initial study evaluation under CEQA,

was distributed (September 1993) by the County of Riverside to allow for an increase in the

tonnage of solid waste disposal at the El Sobrante Landfill (i .e ., from the currently permitted

2,000 tons per day [tpd] to 4,000 tpd) . The County Board of Supervisors adopted the

Mitigated Negative Declaration on December 7, 1993 . In accordance with Section 21081 .6

of CEQA, an agency must also adopt a monitoring program for mitigation measures which

were developed or made conditions of project approval during the CEQA process.

3. The Program serves three functions:

• Assures completion of mitigation measures during implementation
of the project.

• Provides feedback to agency and decision makers regarding the
effectiveness of the mitigation measures.

• Identifies the need for enforcement action before irreversible
environmental damage occurs.

In the event it is determined that a mitigation measure is not effective or feasible, the Program

can be amended on an as-needed basis to incorporate additional or revised measures that the

decision makers or agencies adopt.

2.0 FORMAT OF PROGRAM
/

1 . For conve
-

nience, this Program includes mitigation measures contained in the following CEQA

documents prepared for the El Sobrante Landfill:

• The original siting Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (J .F. Davidson
Associates, 1984).

• The Supplemental EIR (NBS/Lowry, 1991).
• The Environmental Assessment/Negative Declaration (Western Waste

Industries/Environmental Solutions, Inc .; 1993).
Other mitigation measures included by the County of Riverside as conditions of approval
of the Environmental Assessment/Negative Declaration . .



Mitigation measures included in the 1984 EIR and 1991 Supplemental EIR are grouped

together under the headings "Current Operating Practices/Design Measures" and 'Existing

Measures/Permit Stipulations ." Mitigation measures incorporated in the 1993 EA are included

under the heading "Supplemental Measures ." Mitigation measures that have been superseded

by later documents, or those that have been completed, have been deleted from the Program

to eliminate confusion.

2. In addition to the mitigation measures included in the CEQA documents prepared for

the El Sobrante Landfill, by a letter dated November 29, 1993, the Riverside County

Transportation Department recommended five mitigation measures for the local circulation/ .

traffic system. These measures are included in the Program under the heading "County

Transportation Department Measures ."

3. During the County Board of Supervisors' hearing on December 7, 1993, at which the

Mitigated Negative Declaration for the increase in the daily waste disposal capacity of the

El Sobrante Landfill was adopted, the Board of Supervisors included an additional mitigation

measure for the circulation system and traffic. This measure is included in the Program under

the heading "County Board of Supervisors Measure ."

4. The Program includes the following for each mitigation measure:

Implementation Responsibility : Identifies the party responsible for
implementing the mitigation measure. For the most part, implementation
of mitigation measures included in this program is the responsibility of
Western Waste Industries or its potential successors of interest. As used
throughout this Program, the term "successors of interest" includes, but is
not limited to, successor public agencies and private parties including the
owners of the El Sobrante Landfill, which may, by existing or future
agreements, assume obligations for the operation and/or maintenance of
the El Sobrante Landfill.

• Timing: Indicates the timeframe in which the /mitigation measure should
be completed.

• Monitoring Work Program : Describes the role and action to
be performed, and to oversee and/or monitor the implementation of the
mitigation measure.

• Funding: Identifies funding responsibility of the mitigation measure.

• Standards for Success : -Describes how compliance with the mitigation
measure will be determined.

2
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Existing Measures/Permit Stipulations

• The Solid Waste Facilities Permit (SWFP) includes a provision that the
hours of operation may, upon approval of the LEA, be expanded Monday
through Saturday from 6 :00 a.m. to 6:00 p .m. This approval has been
granted by the LEA and the landfill is currently operating from 6 :00 a.m.
to 6:00 p .m., Monday through Saturday.

• Current phasing plans provide for waste disposal on approximately
90 acres of the 178-acre site. Based on this area, and a permitted final
elevation of 1,425 feet above mean sea level, the estimated total design
capacity of the permit is 8 million tons of waste.

• The following items shall be monitored by Western Waste Industries or
their agent. Records including but not limited to these items shall be kept
and made available to the LEA or other responsible agencies upon request:

Landfill gas migration and emission.
Ground water quality monitoring . Data required to be submitted to
the California Regional Water Quality Control Board - Santa Ana `
Region (RWQCB) in accordance with Order No . 85-131 and
Order No. 93-57 shall be concurrently submitted to the LEA..

GENERAL OPERATIONS

Mitigation Measures:

Current

	

ling Practices/Desigrn Measure s

Hours of operation are strictly adhered to. Entrance gates are closed at the
designated time.

Incoming waste is weighed and tabulated at the scales . A log of daily
waste totals is provided monthly to the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA).
Records are maintained in computer and hard copy files by Riverside
County Waste Management (RCWM) and Western Waste Industries.

• The Master Plan and final fill plan have been developed including capacity
calculations. Remaining capacity is updated annually by aerial mapping
and tonnage records . -

• Detailed as-built topographic maps based on engineering survey and/or
aerial photogrammetry are maintained in project files and electronic files
for major cuts, excavations, etc.

• The onsite operations supervisor maintains a daily log of any unusual
occurrences.

• Copies of permits and site records are on file at the onsite administrative
office . To assure each mitigation and stipulation is complied with,
a comprehensive permit compliance program has been implemented.

• A single access road at the landfill with locking gate is provided for site
security.

• Gate is locked at all times after operating hours.

• A full-time security guard is onsite during nonoperating hours .

ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS



GENERAL OPERATIONS (Continued)

The operator shall maintain a record of total daily waste tonnage and
the number of vehicles entering the facility daily . The report shall be
submitted monthly to the LEA.
The operator shall immediately commence and hereafter maintain a
log of special occurrences. This log shall be made available for
inspection to the LEA.

Security measures shall be provided for the protection of equipment, scales
and gate booth.

• The design plan shall be submitted to the County of Riverside Sheriffs
Department for review and comment, to assure that safety and security
features are incorporated into the final design of the landfill project.

• Security measures such as chain-link fencing shall be installed as needed
to control and reduce the potential for site access by unauthorized persons.

Supplemental Measures

• The permitted daily capacity will be revised to accept an additional
2,000 tpd, for a site total of up to 4,000 tpd . No more than 4,000 tpd of
solid waste shall be accepted unless a revision to the SWFP is received.

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation : Western Waste Industries or

successors of interest.

Timing: Ongoing throughout the entire operation of the project.

Monitoring Work Program : RCWM and LEA are responsible for monitoring the

implementation of the mitigation measures by Western Waste Industries or successors of interest.

Funding: Pursuant to the stipulations of the contract between RCWM and Western Waste

Industries for the operation of El Sobrante Landfill, implementation of mitigation measures

for general operation of the landfill will be the responsibility of Western Waste Industries, or

successors of interest, through its operating budgets, and funding through tipping fees collected

by RCWM.

Standards of Success : Compliance with monitoring/reporting requirements of the RCWM,

LEA, and RWQCB .

4
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CIRCULATION SYSTEM AND TRAFFIC

Mitigation Measures:
Current

	

rating Practices/Desiptt Measures

• Onsite traffic control signs . Flagmen are used during construction.
• Speed bumps on access mad.
• Roads are properly maintained.
• Spotters manage traffic at fill area.
• Light stands and reflectors are used for morning and evening operations.

Existing Measures/Permit Stipulations

• Provide and maintain mads required on the property for purposes of
transporting waste to the actual point of disposal, or transporting earth
materials for fill within the site, and such other roads as may be required
for convenience. Haul roads shall be well maintained . The surface shall
be free from potholes and depressions, and provide safe all-weather
access.

• Maintain access, haul, and service roads in safe condition so that vehicle
access and unloading can be conducted in inclement weather.

• Access road from the public mad right-of-way to the landfill shall conform
to Riverside County Road Improvement Standards and Specifications -
Ordinance No. 461, as amended.

• Existing and future signs on the landfill shall be maintained in a clean and
readable condition. Signs shall be provided and maintained for the
convenience of the vehicles using the landfill and for safe and efficient
traffic flow to and from the tipping areas.
Roadway improvements required to access the site will be implemented.

Supplemental Measures

• Based on cumulative traffic projections, the following improvements will
be completed to maintain safe and efficient traffic circulation:

Restripe for intersections as recommended in the traffic engineering
report :

	

,
• Temescal Canyon Road at I-15 northbound on/off ramps.
• Temescal Canyon Road at I-15 southbound on/off ramps.
• Temescal Canyon Road at the site access road.
• Park Canyon at the site access road.
Contribute "fair share" costs towards construction of traffic signals
through the County's established signal mitigation fee (policy) program.
As a Transportation System Management (TSM) Action, the project
shall minimize the number of truck trips on the roadway system to the
degree possible, in accordance with facility operating practices and
economics. For example, maximizing truck loads (within legal
limits) would be in accordance with this requirement.
Adequate parking shall be reserved for employees . Carpooling shall-
be encouraged . . : . :



CIRCULATION SYSTEM AND TRAFFIC (Continued)

County Transportation Department Measures

• The intersection of Temescal Canyon Road and El Sobrante Access Road
shall be improved to provide the following intersection geometrics,
including any needed widening:

Northbound : One through-lane plus a right-turn deceleration
lane shall be provided on Temescal Canyon Road approaching
El Sobrante Access Road.

- Southbound:
• One through-lane and one left-turn lane on Temescal Canyon

Road approaching El Sobrante Access Road.
• One westbound to southbound acceleration lane on Temescal

Canyon when exiting El Sobrante Access Road.
• Provide for a paved 8-foot shoulder on Temescal Canyon Road at

the Temescal Canyon Road/El Sobrante Access Road intersection.
Westbound:
• One right-turn lane and one left-turn lane on El Sobrante Access

Road approaching Temescal Canyon Road.
Restripe intersections per Figure 12 of the Traffic Impact Study,
subject to Caltrans approval and concurrence at the freeway ramp
terminals, excluding the southbound right-turn lane.
Deposit with the Riverside County Transportation Department the
sum of $1,225 as mitigation for traffic impacts, calculated
as follows : $1,750 x 0.7 acres = $1,225.

- Install traffic control devices per current County guidelines in the
study area as approved by Traffic and Safety Division.
Adopt TSM measures to reduce truck traffic impacts during peak
hours.

County Board of Supervisors Measure

• All vehicles delivering waste to be disposed of at the El Sobrante landfill
which is imported from outside of the County shall utilize only that portion
of Temescal Canyon Road between its intersection with Interstate 15 and
the landfill access road.

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation : Western Waste Industries or

successors of interest.

Timing: Ongoing throughout the entire operation of the project.

Monitoring Work Program : The Riverside County Transportation Department is responsible

for monitoring the implementation of the mitigation measures.

Funding: Implementation of the traffic control mitigation measures will be funded by the

operating budget of Western Waste Industries or successors of interest.

6
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CIRCULATION SYSTEM AND TRAFFIC (Continued)

Standards of Success : The absence of project-related traffic congestion on local streets,

and the maintenance of operating conditions of local streets along haul mutes.

GEOLOGY/SOILS

Mitigation Measures:

Current Operating Practices/Design Measures

• . Comply with RWQCB and California Integrated Waste Management
Board (CIWMB) requirements . Limit the final cover surface slope to
2.5:1 (horizontal to vertical), based on seismic considerations, and limit
intermediate fill stage heights to 70 feet, with 12-foot wide benches to
improve stability, unless subsequent analyses verify the acceptability
of steeper slopes or greater fill heights.

• During construction, temporary slope protection measures are
implemented, including protection from precipitation, erosion and
temporary buttresses, as required.

• The current leachate collection and removal system (LCRS) design
consists of a confined flexible high density polyethylene (HDPE) pipe,
thick drainage layers and trench backfill which will not be adversely
affected by maximum probable earthquake (MPE) ground shaking
because of its frictional characteristics.

• Surface drainage and erosion control systems being installed consist of
light and flexible piping and inlets, earthen berms, and ditches that will not
be seriously impacted by MPE ground shaking because of their flexibility.

• A post-earthquake inspection plan is being developed for approval by the
RWQCB and C1WMB, which provides for detailed site inspection after
an earthquake to determine the integrity of landfill structures and systems.

Existing Measures/Permit Stipulations

• The project will incorporate the following design features to alleviate
topographic impacts:

Onsite excavations and the requirements for cover material at
the landfill (i .e., daily and intermediate cover) will be balanced;
therefore, there will not be a requirement to import daily and
intermediate cover material to the site.
The completed landfill surface will be designed so that drainage
will continue to function as subsidence occurs . In addition,
continued maintenance of the project site (adding cover material
where necessary) will correct flow line interruption.

7
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GEOLOGY/SOILS (Continued)

• Solid waste will be well compacted to minimize subsidence . A minimum
4-foot final cover will be utilized allowing infilling if fissures occur . To
minimize erosion, final grades of 2 .5 :1 will be utilized and final contours
of the landfill will match surrounding ridge lines . This will permit water
to follow existing drainage patterns and reduce runoff directly into the
landfill site.

• Additional geophysical/soil investigations will be performed to properly
assess the volume of soil available for each phase.

• A phased drainage control program will be implemented minimizing erosion
potential . Drainage structures will be built during landfill development to
divert runoff, minimizing erosion potential of topsoil from ridges and
channels.

• Additional hydrological investigations will be performed to determine the
need and location of leachate bathers.

Supplemental Measures

• None required.

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation : Western Waste Industries or

successors of interest.

Timing: Ongoing process during operations and for 30 years after closure, as required by state

and federal regulations.

Monitoring Work Program : The LEA and RWQCB are responsible for monitoring the

mitigation measures implemented by Western Waste Industries or successors of interest

Funding: Pursuant to the stipulations of the contract between RCWM and Western Waste

Industries for the operation of El Sobrante, measures to initigate geology/soils impacts during

operation will be the responsibility of Western Waste Industries, or successors of interest, through

its operating budgets, and funding through tipping fees collected by RCWM.

Standards of Success : Passing slope stability and final cover integrity inspections by the LEA

and/or RWQCB after major earthquakes in the area . If damages occurred, restoration of slope

stability . At closure and during postclosure, integrity of the final cover to the standards of the

RWQCB and LEA .

8
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EROSION CONTROL

Mitigation Measures:

Current Operating Practices/Design Measures

• An erosion survey is conducted annually . Appropriate controls/
improvements are implemented.

• A stormwater pollution and prevention plan and monitoring plan have been
developed and implemented.

• A site-specific surface management plan has been developed and
implemented for erosion control and pollution prevention.

Existing Measures/Petmit Stipulations

• Slopes shall be maintained or restored to minimize or correct the effects
of erosion.

• To protect against erosion of the landfill, and to protect the quality of
surface water runoff, the following drainage improvements will be
incorporated into the site design:

Collection structures, erosion control, drain pipes, and other drainage
facilities designed to handle the amount of runoff generated by a
100-year storm episode will be constructed as needed throughout
the operational life of the site . These drainage facilities would be
appropriately placed so that fill and excavation areas are protected and
runoff is directed to natural drainage courses both onsite and offsite.
The completed landfill will have a 3 percent slope on top with
2.5 :1 slopes on its sides. The top surface of the landfill will be
graded so that surface water will drain away from the waste
disposal operation, thereby preventing surface water contact with
waste and subsequent contamination.

-

	

As soon as feasible, fill slopes and excavations will be landscaped to
control erosion .

	

-

Supplemental Measures

• None required.

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation: Western Waste Industries-or

successors of interest.

Timing: Work would be scheduled such that it can be completed before the onset of the heaviest

seasonal rainfall of a year. Temporary erosion control measures should be implemented until the

completion of intermediate slopes or excavated area.

Monitoring Work Program : The LEA and RWQCB are responsible for monitoring soil
erosion control activities performed by Western Waste Industries or successors of interest, in

accordance with state standards .



EROSION CONTROL (Continued)

Funding: Pursuant to the stipulations of the contract between RCWM and Western Waste

Industries for the operation of El Sobrante, soil erosion control during landfill operations will

be the responsibility of Western Waste Industries, or successors of interest, through its operating

budgets, and funded through tipping fees collected by RCWM.

Standards of Success : Compliance with RWQCB's requirements for erosion control during

operations and in postclosure maintenance of the landfill . Compliance with LEA's standards for

slope maintenance and erosion control.

FLOOD CONTROL AND DRAINAGE

Mitigation Measures:

Current Operating Practices/Design Measures

• Drainage systems and grading are designed for the 100-year, 24-hour
storm event.
The LCRS and collection sump are designed for the 100-year, 24-hour
storm event.
Diversion and drainage systems are designed for the 100-year, 24-hour
storm event.
Surface drainage is diverted by a perimeter ditch.
Subsurface drainage is diverted by a subdrain.
Interim cover is designed to divert precipitation and resist erosion during
the 100-year, 24-hour storm.

Existing Measures/Permit Stipulations

• The design of flood control and drainage facilities shall conform to
provisions and standards of the Riverside County Flood Control and
Water Conservation District.

Drainage channels shall be maintained to assure their proper function
during rainfall periods . Positive drainage around and over the refuse
shall be maintained to avoid puddling and erosion of fill . Drainage
shall be maintained as required by the regulatory agencies.

• Temporary drainage facilities shall be used where necessary to prevent
surface water runoff from infiltrating into the waste and to prevent damage
to the work area, fill slopes, and haul roads. Surface water collected and
diverted by such drainage facilities shall not be discharged in a manner
detrimental to adjoining lands.

Supplemental Measures

• Diversion channels shall .be designed and located to collect runoff from
drainage areas of equivalent size as presently occurs.
Stormwater control features shall maintain peak flows at or below
current levels .
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FLOOD CONTROL AND DRAINAGE (Continued)

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation : Western Waste Industries or

successors of interest.

Timing: Ongoing throughout the operation of the landfill and for 30 years of closure, as required

by state and federal regulations.

Monitoring Work Program : Annual inspections of the flood control and drainage facilities

will be conducted by the LEA and RWQCB . Any potential problems will be documented and

repaired immediately by Western Waste Industries . The documented problems and subsequent

repair work must be reported to the RWQCB by Western Waste Industries.

Funding: Pursuant to stipulations in the contract between RCWM and Western Waste Industries

for the operation of El Sobrante, flood control and drainage mitigation measures during landfill

operations will be the responsibility of Western Waste Industries or successors of interest, through

its operating budgets, and funding through tipping fees collected by RCWM.

After closure, Western Waste Industries and RCWM will be responsible, as stipulated in the

landfill contract, and work willbe funded through a state-mandated landfill closure and postclosure

trust fund that is being established throughout the life of the landfill.

Standards of Success : Compliance with state and federal regulations regarding flood control

and drainage and the construction standards of Riverside County Flood Control and Water

Conservation District.

AIR QUALITY

Mitigation Measures :

	

j

	

_

Current Operating Practices/Design Measures

• Where feasible, portions of landfill access roads are paved.

• Portions of paved roads abutting unpaved haul truck traffic areas are
routinely swept and/or washed.

• In accordance with the requirements of Subtitle D of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) (40 CFR, 257-258), El Sobrante
is currently designed so that individual landfill phases have composite liner
systems installed beneath the wastes, on the side slopes and for the final ,,,
closure cap. This minimizes excess air infiltration and fugitive landfill gas
emissions, and will increase landfill gas collection efficiency . . . .

• Onsite vehicles are routinely maintained.

• See Nuisances for issues associated with the control of odors .

ENVIRONMENTAL SOL?Q
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SAIR QUALITY (Continued)

Existing Measures/Permit Stipulations

• The formation of an airborne dust nuisance shall be prevented by use of
water or dust suppressants, as required by the landfill site plan and in
accordance with the regulatory agencies' requirements.

• Work operations shall be planned and conducted to protect from damage
and to assure the continuous functioning of the methane monitoring,
control, or removal facilities.

Supplemental Measures

• Landfill gas will be extracted through the horizontal gas collection system
that will be extended to encompass the follow-on phases of the landfill.
The gas collection system shall meet all current state and federal
requirements.

• Heavy construction equipment shall use low sulfur fuel (0 .05 percent by
weight) and shall be properly tuned and maintained to reduce emissions.
Construction equipment shall be fitted with the most modem emission
control devices . The construction manager shall monitor compliance
with this measure and the equipment is subject to periodic inspections
by County building inspectors.

• The project shall comply with South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD) Rule 461 which establishes requirements for vapor
control from the transfer of fuel from the fuel truck to vehicles.

• The proposed project shall comply with odor control standards as
established by the LEA and any other approving agencies . See
Nuisances for issues associated with the control of odors.

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation: Western Waste Industries or

successors of interest.

Timing: This will be an ongoing process during operations for: (1) heavy equipment and vehicle

emissions; and (2) fugitive dust control. Long-term monitoring of landfill gas emissions is an

ongoing process and mandated by state law for the postclosure maintenance of a landfill for a

period of 30 years.

Monitoring Work Program : Western Waste Industries will continue to monitor landfill gas

generation in compliance with statutory requirements and submit quarterly reports on test results

of gas samples to RCWM, SCAQMD, and LEA for review: SCAQMD staff may inspect the site

during operations to assure compliance with rules and regulations for air quality protection.
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AIR QUALITY (Continued)

The LEA will inspect landfill operations regularly with regard to nuisance issues (i .e ., odors).

Either of these two agencies will make regular visits to the site to inspect the performance of the

gas collection and flare system after closure of the landfill.

Funding: Pursuant to stipulations of the contract between RCWM and Western Waste Industries .

for the operation of El Sobrante, implementation of mitigation measures for air quality impacts will
be the responsibility of Western Waste Industries, or successors of interest, through its operating

budgets, and funding through tipping fees collected by RCWM.

Standards of Success : The use of equipment and/or vehicles that use alternate clean fuels.

In compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403, the differential between the densities of fugitive dust

in the upwind and downwind shall not exceed the limit of 50 micrograms per cubic meter . Dust

control measures will be performed to achieve levels specified in the Dust Plan approved by

SCAQMD. Migrating landfill gas (methane) should not exceed the state standard . of 5 percent by

volume, or 200 percent of the Lower Explosive Limit (LEL) . Surface emissions of methane gas

should not exceed 500 parts per million (ppm) in accordance with SCAQMD Rule 1150 .1.

WATER QUALITY

Mitigation Measures:

Current Operating Practices/Design Measures

Current liners under construction include:

• Liner is composite: clay and geosynthetic.
• Clay is 2 feet thick and compacted to 90 percent of modified proctor.
• Synthetic liner is 60 mil very low density polyethylene (VLDPE) or

equivalent, textured on both sides . .

	

/
• Liners are currently designed and constructed to meet or exceed applicable

regulations:
A composite clay and synthetic material liner (or its equivalent) is
provided in Phase III-Stage 2A and subsequent phases.

Stormwater Pollution Control Program:

• Runoff from the active working face of the landfill does not discharge into
surface waters.

	

, . .

	

_ .

	

.

• Stonnwater discharge is avoided by proper design and maintenance of the ::
surface water drainage control system. .

A Stormwater Monitoring Plan' and Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
have been prepared and implemented .



WATER QUALITY (Continued)

• The landfill operations plan stipulates' that rainfall falling directly on the
active working face is contained within the working face area . Collected
stormwater is pumped to a tank, tested (treated for contaminants, if
necessary) and used onsite for dust control.

Fxisting Measures/Permit Stipulations

• To protect the ground water from the potentially adverse effects of
leachate, a LCRS will be constructed for the entire site . The LCRS will
consist of a drainage layer placed over a low permeability liner. Leachate
will be contained by the liner and channeled to the leachate collection pipe.
The leachate collection pipe will mute the leachate to a sump where it can
be monitored, removed, and treated as necessary . A 10-foot vertical
separation will be maintained between the waste and the highest known
ground water elevation . Additionally, a subdrain system, consisting of a
permeable gravel layer and subdrain pipe to channel ground water away
from the liner, will be installed.

• To protect ground water from potentially adverse effects of landfill
gas, the existing landfill gas recovery and flare system at El Sobrante
will be expanded, as required by RWQCB, to encompass the entire site.

• Disposal at the site of any waste or other materials at the site except those
permitted by a Class III landfill permit shall not be allowed . Employees
shall be trained to recognize unacceptable waste and to observe procedures
to be developed for review by the County . In the event unacceptable
waste is deposited at the site, County shall use all available enforcement
methods to have the depositor remove it or pay the cost thereof.

• Leachate barriers and monitoring wells will be installed, where appropriate,
to detect and correct leachate problems at the site. If leachate is detected,
it will be pumped out and transported to a certified liquid waste disposal
site or recycled onsite.

• A Stormwater Monitoring Plan and Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
have been prepared, submitted to RWQCB, and implemented.

• Stormwater discharge points shall be inspected twice per year (wet and
dry season) . Samples shall be collected and analyzed, and an analytical
report submitted to the RWQCB .

	

l

Supplemental Measures

• None required.

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation : Western Waste Industries or

successors of interest.

Timing: Surface water protection is an ongoing process during landfill operations . Long-term

protection of surface water and ground water will be performed as required in postclosure

maintenance for 30 years.



WATER QUALITY (Continued)

Monitoring Work Program : The LEA and RWQCB will inspect the landfill operation

to assure that preventative measures are taken to protect surface water from contamination.
Corrective actions must be taken if either agency finds insufficient protection of surface water.

Funding: Pursuant to stipulations of the contact between RCWM and Western Waste Industries

for the operation of El Sobrante, water protection during landfill operations will be the

responsibility of Western Waste Industries, or successors of interest, through its operating

budgets, and funding through tipping fees collected by RCWM.

Western Waste Industries and RCWM will maintain a trust fund for closure and 30-year

postclosure maintenance . In accordance with California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 23,

Article 5, Western Waste Industries shall maintain assurance of financial responsibility for

initiating and completing corrective action for known or reasonably foreseeable releases from

the landfill.

Standards of Success : The absence of surface or ground water contamination . Compliance

with the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit requirements for

closure activities . Compliance with landfill closure and postclosure maintenance requirements,

and any new environmental regulations applicable to the long-term monitoring and maintenance

of a closed landfill .

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Mitigation Measures:

Current Operating Practices/Design Measures

• Not applicable.

Existing Measures/Permit Stipulations

• In accordance with the County-developed load checking program,
incoming loads of solid and liquid wastes are screened for hazardous
wastes by the County's scale attendants, the County's load checker at
the working face, and by the equipment operators . Site personnel are . .
trained to recognize and properly respond to hazardous waste incidents. . .,:

• In the event that hazardous waste is illegally disposed of at the site, the '
Riverside County Department of Environmental Health, Hazardous

. Materials Branch (HazMat) is contacted to investigate the incident and
determine the appropriate remedial action .
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HAZARDOUS MATERIALS (Continued)

• If unacceptable wastes are observed prior to dumping, the vehicle is
turned away and the hauler is given educational materials detailing
proper procedures and guidelines for handling and disposal of hazardous
waste in Riverside County. If a discharging load appears to contain
unacceptable waste, the handler will be issued a Warning Notice of
Violation by the load-checker and be required to remove the waste from
the landfill . The party responsible for transporting the unacceptable
wastes is referred to the LEA for additional instructions on proper waste
disposal.

Supplemental Measures

• None required.

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation : Western Waste Industries or
successors of interest.

Timing: Ongoing throughout entire operation of the project.

Monitoring Work Program : Routine inspections will be conducted by Western Waste

Industries, RCWM, and LEA to assure measures are properly implemented . In the event remedial

action is required due to the illegal disposal of hazardous waste at the site, the remediation will be

performed in the presence of the LEA and/or County Fire Department to assure proper handling of

the hazardous waste.

Funding: Pursuant to stipulations of the contract between RCWM and Western Waste Industries

for the operation of El Sobrante, implementation of mitigation measures for the handling of

hazardous materials will be the responsibility of Western Waste Industries, or successors of

interest, through its operating budgets, and funding through tipping fees collected by RCWM.

Standards of Success : Compliance with rules and regulations of the LEA, County Department

of Environmental Health, and County Fire Department regarding the handling of hazardous

materials .
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NUISANCES

Mitigation Measures :

	

-

Clttrent

	

rating Practices/Design Measures

• Active vector control procedures are implemented to discourage
scavenging birds.

• Portable litter fences are' placed downwind of the working face.

• The portable litter fences, perimeter fence, operational areas, access roads
are regularly monitored and accumulated litter is removed.

• If litter has been blown offsite, it is collected on a regular basis.

• Onsite litter pick-up is performed as needed during any windy periods.

• Roads are watered to reduce dust.

• Odors are controlled by compacting the waste within minutes of it being
deposited at the working face, and by placement of daily, intermediate,
and final soil cover.

• The area of exposed waste would be limited to no more than one
working face.

Existing Measures/Permit Stipulations

• Waste delivered to the disposal area shall be placed, compacted and
covered each day.

• The site, its access routes and the immediately adjacent properties shall be
kept free of windblown liner and other waste . The site shall be
maintained in a clean and sanitary condition.

• In addition to placement or daily cover, chemical sprays, traps and similar
measures to control insects, rodents, and other disease-carrying or
breeding organisms shall be controlled subject to applicable regulations.

• Waste shall be placed each day and shall be completely and fully covered
at the end of the day to control fire, to prevent development of vectors,
migration of odors, blowing papers, unsightly conditions, and intrusion of
surface waters or precipitation. Daily cover material shall consist of native
clays, weathered rock, or other material allowed by the landfill site plan.

• Wind screens shall be used during periods of high wind to contain
blowing waste, such as paper and other light debris . Suitable equipment
and adequate personnel shall be provided to collect windblown waste, as
needed, to keep the screens cleared of such waste.

• The following odor control measures will aid in reducing potential impacts
on adjacent sensitive receptors:

Design a continued maintenance program to mitigate zonal
weaknesses in the cover material and incorporate this maintenance

.. .cost into overall development costs ..
Incorporate a methane gas recovery system as part of the overall
development plan so that methane gas can be continuously controlled
throughout the life of the landfill.

	

.



NUISANCES (Continued)

Supplemental Measures

• Incoming trucks carrying solid waste materials shall be monitored for use
of covers, and outgoing transfer trucks shall be required to have covered
trailers, in order to prevent litter from blowing out.

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation : Western Waste Industries or

successors of interest.

Timing: Ongoing throughout entire operation of the project.

Monitoring Work Program : Routine inspections will be conducted by the LEA to assure

measures are properly implemented.

Funding: Pursuant to stipulations of the contract between RCWM and Western Waste Industries

for the operation of El Sobrante, implementation of mitigation measures to control nuisances will

be the responsibility of Western Waste Industries, or successors of interest, through its operating

budgets, and funding through tipping fees collected by RCWM.

Standards of Success : Compliance with rules and regulations of the LEA regarding

nuisance issues .

SITE SAFETY

Mitigation Measures:

Current Operating Practices/Design Measures

	

,

• Whenever operations create a condition potentially hazardous to traffic or
the public, fences, barricades, lights, signs, and other protective measures
are used as necessary to prevent accidents, damage, or injury to the public.

• Construction work is performed under a specific health and safety
plan including Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA)
Section 1920 .120, with personnel trained as required when working
around potentially hazardous material ..

• Site operating plans/records include a safety plan . This plan includes
emergency response, spill response, handling of hazardous materials, etc.

18
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SITE SAFETY (Continued)

Existing Measures/Permit Stipulation

• Landfill equipment should be equipped with state-of-the-art noise
attenuation devices to reduce overall onsite noise levels.

• An acceptable onsite plan for firefighting shall be developed and
implemented. In the event of fire, the local firefighting agency shall be
immediately notified . Fire breaks shall be constructed and maintained as
required by the regulatory agencies . This facility is in conformance with
applicable fire standards by complying with the State Public Resources
Code Section 4373 which requires that any solid waste facility for which
a permit is required shall be maintained with a Clearance of Flammable
Material for a minimum distance of 150 feet from the periphery or any
exposed flammable solid.

• Appropriate measures such as fuel modification, fire breaks, or additional
equipment shall be incorporated into the site design as required by, and in
cooperation with, the County Fire Department and the California Division
of Forestry.

• When operating during the hours of darkness, the following safety
procedures shall be employed:

An initial safety meeting shall be held prior to beginning dark hour
operations and at regular intervals thereafter.
Adequate lighting shall be provided to enable safe operations.
All onsite personnel shall wear reflective vests and hard-hats.
Traffic controllers shall be equipped with signal light-type flashlights
or wands to increase visibility.
Reflective traffic cones or posts shall be provided at 100-foot intervals
along each side of the access road from the end of the paved road to the
active face.

• Cover material may have to be mixed with soils which can retard the --
movement of gas.

• Methane gas recovery systems could be installed for gas control and to
recover and process landfill gas for energy use.

• A regular maintenance and cleanup program should be instituted to control
the proliferation of litter and illegal dumping (during hours when the
landfill is closed) along access roads and the site's perimeters.

Supplemental Measures

• None required.

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation : Western Waste Industries or

successors of interest.

Timing: Ongoing throughout entire operation of the project . . .



SITE SAFETY (Continued)

Monitoring Work Program : Routine inspections will be conducted by the LEA to assure

measures are properly implemented.

Funding: Pursuant to stipulations of the contract between RCWM and Western Waste Industries

for the operation of El Sobrante, implementation of mitigation measures to ensure site safety will
be the responsibility of Western Waste Industries, or successors of interest, through its operating

budgets, and funding through tipping fees collected by RCWM.

Standards of Success: Compliance with state and federal rules and regulations regarding the

site safety .

AESTHETICS

Mitigation Measures:

Current Operating Practices/Design Measures

• Not applicable.

Existing Measures/Permit Stipulations

• Any area where grading has occurred that is not a part of the continuous
landfill operation should be restored to its natural condition by blending the
manufactured slope to the existing terrain, restoring topsoils, and planting
with native plants.

• Negative impacts 'on the scenic corridor can be eliminated by maintaining
access roads leading to the facility and replanting sensitive areas which
may be visible from Interstate 15.

Supplemental Measures

	

/

• Lighting used to illuminate parking areas, driveways and other exterior
or interior building areas shall be designed and located such that direct
lighting is confined to the property . In addition to directional lighting,
lighting should not be of greater intensity (wattage) than is necessary
for operational and public safety.

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation : Western Waste Industries or

successors of interest .

	

.

Timing: Ongoing throughout the operation of the project.
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AESTHETICS (Continued)

Monitoring Work Program: RCWM and the LEA are responsible for monitoring

implementation of aesthetic mitigation measures.

Funding: Pursuant to the stipulations of the contract between RCWM and Western Waste
Industries for the operation of El Sobrante, implementation of measures to mitigate aesthetic

impacts will be the responsibility of Western Waste Industries, or successors of interest, through

its operating budgets, and funding through tipping fees collected by RCWM.

Standards of Success : The absence of visual impacts on scenic corridors or

surrounding areas.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND PALEONTOLOGIC RESOURCES

Mitigation Measures:

Current Operating Practices/Design Measures

Archaeological and paleontological inventory is completed.

Existin g Measures/Permit Stipulations

• If at any time during preparation or operation of the site discovery is made
of items of archaeological or paleontological interest, excavation shall
cease and shall not continue until approved by the Director of RCWM.
Excavation operations within the area of discovery shall then be as
instructed by the Director.

• If cultural or paleontological remains are discovered during grading on the
project site, a qualified archaeologist or paleontologist shall be consulted
to determine the importance of the site and, if needed, to develop and
implement mitigation measures.

Supplemental Measures

• If human remains are discovered during excavations, the procedures
specified in the CEQA Guidelines shall be followed.

• Monitoring by a qualified paleontologist shall be conducted in any part
of the Silverado Formation where penetration below the existing ground
surface exceeds 5 feet . This requirement shall be affixed to all copies of
the project grading plans.

• The known paleontological site shall be collected by a qualified

	

	
paleontologist if the area is subjected to future grading . Following
preparation of a professional report, fossils collected shall be donated to a "
public institution with an educational/research interest in the material, such .
as the University of California, Riverside, Geology Department.
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND PALEONTOLOGIC RESOURCES (Continued)

Agency/Individual Responsible for Implementation : Western Waste Industries or

successors of interest.

Timing: Ongoing throughout the operation of the project.

Monitoring Work Program : RCWM and the LEA are responsible for monitoring

implementation of mitigation measures.

Funding: Pursuant to stipulations in the contract between RCWM and Western Waste Industries

for the operation of El Sobrante, implementation of measures to mitigate impacts to archaeological

and paleontologic resources will be the responsibility of Western Waste Industries, or successors

of interest, through its operating budgets, and funding through tipping fees collected by RCWM.

Standards of Success : Compliance with applicable regulations and the absence of

archaeological and paleontological impacts.

.13 .0 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Mitigation Measures

The landfill is at full development and all measures to mitigate biological resources have been

complied with . No additional mitigation measures are necessary and monitoring is not required.
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Attachment 5
California Environmental

Protection Agency
State of California

M E M O R A N D U M

To :

	

David Otsubo
Permits Branch, South

Date : January 27, 1994

From :
Traci R . PpPgry
Office of Local Assistance
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED PERMIT REVISION FOR FACILITY NO.
33-AA-0217 FOR CONFORMANCE WITH AB 2296

The proposed project involves a permit revision for the El
Sobrante Sanitary Landfill . The proposed revisions to the permit
would increase the daily tonnage from 2000 to 4000 tons per day
and change the operating hours to 6 :00 a .m . to 6 :00 p .m.

The landfill is located in the unincorporated area of Riverside
County . The facility is owned and operated by Western Waste
Industries . The County of Riverside collects the fee at the
entrance of the landfill . The landfill receives solid waste from
the cities of Riverside, Norco, Corona, Lake Elsinore, and
surrounding unincorporated areas of Riverside County . Some waste
is imported from Los Angeles County and San Bernardino County.

Based upon the review of the submitted documents, the proposed
permit revision for the El Sobrante Sanitary Landfill conforms
with AB 2296 as follows:

1. The permit is consistent with the waste diversion
requirements (PRC 44009).

2. The facility is in conformance with the CoSWMP (PRC 50000).

3. The facility is consistence with the General Plan
(PRC 50000 .5).

PRC 44009 :	 WASTE DIVERSION REQUIREMENTS

Board staff have reviewed the proposed El Sobrante Sanitary
Landfill Solid Waste Facilities Permit, Report of Disposal Site
Information and Engineering Report, and Source Reduction and
Recycling Elements for the cities of Riverside, Norco, Corona,
and Lake Elsinore, and the unincorporated area of the Riverside
County and have found that approval of the proposed permit
revision for the El Sobrante Sanitary Landfill would not prevent
nor impair the achievement of the waste diversion requirements
for the cities of the aforemention cities .



33-AA-0217
Page 2

The El Sobrante Landfill represents a public-private partnership •
between the County of Riverside and Western Waste Industries,
established through an agreement that was adopted by the Board of
Supervisors on September 3, 1985 . The original agreement and
first four amendments committed the entire disposal capacity of
the landfill, which was originally estimated at 6 .2 million tons,
to the residents of Riverside County . However, as a result of
higher compaction rate and a minor redesign of the final landfill
cover configuration, Western Waste Industries gained an
additional 1 .8 million tons of capacity.

An agreement between Western Waste Industries and the County of
Riverside approved by the Board of Supervisors on August 25,
1992, allowed Western Waste to import out-of-county waste up to
60% of the additional 1 .8 million tons, reserving 40% of the
estimated additional capacity for Riverside County . At the
permitted daily tonnage of 4,000 tons per day, Western Waste
Industries will be allowed to import the difference between the
4,000 tons per day and the daily in-county tonnage (whatever it
may be) . The in-county tonnage currently averages 850 tons per
day.

The majority of the increase in tonnage will be generated from
outside the County of Riverside . Attached is a list of cities in
San Bernardino and Los Angeles counties that Western Waste
Industries has identified as potential users of the El Sobrante
Landfill . It is not - anticipated that the amount that Riverside

	

410
County disposes will increase dramatically . All cities outside
of Riverside County that dispose waste at the El Sobrante
Landfill are required to submit "Certificates of Compliance" to
Western Waste Industries . The certificate reflects the fact that
a city has drafted a Source Reduction and Recycling Element
(SRRE) and the city is implementing the SRRE programs.

PRC 50000 :	 CONFORMANCE WITH THE CoSWMP

The El Sobrante Sanitary Landfill is identified and described on
page XI-7 of the 1989 Riverside County Solid Waste Management
Plan (CoSWMP).

PRC 50000 .5 :	 CONSISTENCE WITH THE GENERAL PLAN

The El Sobrante Sanitary Landfill was found to be consistent with
the Riverside County Comprehensive General Plan as described in
the adoption of Mitigated Declaration for Environmental
Assessment No . 36578,, dated December 7, 1993 .
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OUT-OF-COUNTY CITIES
EL SOBRANTE LANDFILL

RIVERSIDE COUNTY

Municipal solid waste from the following cities in Los Angeles and San Bernardino counties is
accepted at the El Sobrante Landfill (El Sobrante) in Riverside County:

LOS ANGELES COUNTY
• Arcadia
• Burbank
• Carson
• Compton
• Diamond Bar
• El Segundo
• Gardena
• Huntington Park
▪ Inglewood
• Irwindale
• La Habra
• La Habra Heights
• Lawndale
• Long Beach
• Los Angeles
• Lynwood
• Manhattan Beach

Maywood
• Pomona
• Redondo Beach
• Santa Clarita
▪ Santa Fe Springs
• South Gate
• Torrance
• West Hollywood
• Whittier

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

• Chino
• Chino Hills
▪ Rancho Cucamonga
• Upland
• Fontana

ENVIRONMENTAL SOLUTIONS
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Attachment 6

California Integrated Waste Management Board

Permit Decision No . 94-08

February 24, 1994

WHEREAS, Western Waste Industries, the operator of the El
Sobrante Landfill, applied to the County of Riverside for a
revision of the Solid Waste Facilities Permit to increase the
permitted daily waste disposal capacity to 4,000 tons per
operating'day ; and

WHEREAS, the Riverside County Waste Management Department,
the lead agency for CEQA review, prepared a Negative Declaration
for the proposed project and Board staff reviewed the Negative
Declaration and provided comments to lead agency on October 27,
1993 ; and the proposed project will not have a significant effect
on the environment ; and mitigation measures were incorporated the
approval of the proposed project ; and lead agency did not adopt a
Statement of Overriding Considerations ; and the Riverside County
Waste Management Department filed a Notice of Determination with
the County Clerk on December 10, 1993 ; and

WHEREAS, Riverside County Local Solid Waste Management
Enforcement Agency, acting as the Local Enforcement Agency, has
submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence in, or
objection to a revised Solid Waste . Facilities Permit for the El
Sobrante Landfill ; and

WHEREAS, the project description in the CEQA document is
consistent with the proposed permit ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff have evaluated the proposed permit and
supporting documentation for consistency with the standards
adopted by the Board and found the facility design and operation
in compliance with State Minimum Standards ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for the proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, consistency with the Riverside
County General Plan, and compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act ; and

WHEREAS, the most recent joint CIWMB/LEA inspection,
conducted on January 13, 1994 documented that the site was in
violation of three State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste
Handling and Disposal ; and

•
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WHEREAS, the LEA subsequently inspected the site on February
1, 1994 and determined that the facility was in compliance with
State Minimum Standards.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the , issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 33-AA-0217.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on February 24, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



ITEM:

COMMITTEE
ACTION:

Location:

Area:

Setting:

Operator:

Owner:

LEA:

Operational
Status :

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM (,

Consideration of Concurrence in the Issuance of a
New Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Scotts
Riverside County Regional Composting Facility,
Riverside County

At the time that this item was prepared, the
Permitting and Enforcement Committee had not
yet take an action on this item.

Scotts Riverside County Regional Composting
Facility, Facility No . 33-AA-0243

Greenwaste compost facility

Southeast of the intersection of I-15 and
Route 60, near Mira Loma

46 acres

Surrounding land uses include a dairy,
vineyard, and a utility easement

1100 Tons per day

Not yet constructed

O .M . Scott and Sons
14111 Scottslawn Road
Marysville, Ohio
Robert M . Wood, Vice-President

Robert E . Gray and the Wineside-45 .
Partnership
Donald W . Shaw, Owner Agent

Local Solid Waste Management Enforcement
Agency for Riverside County
Department of Environmental Health
John Fanning, Director

BACKGROUND:

Facility Facts

Name:

Facility Type:

Proposed
Permitted
Daily Tonnage :

•



Scotts Riverside Reg . Composting Fac .

	

Agenda Item 1'ti)	 1
Page 2 of 7	 February 24 . 1994

Proposed Project

According to the Report of Composting Site Information (RCSI),
"Scotts proposes to establish a composting facility for the
purpose of converting yard trimmings into usable organic products
for Scotts' existing organics business, thereby conserving
landfill space while providing a usable soil amendment to the
general public ." The proposed permit would allow the 46 acre
facility to accept up to 1100 tons per day.

SUMMARY :

Site History This facility is not yet constructed . The parcel on
which it would be located_was formerly used as a dairy . 'O .M.
Scott will lease the land from Mr . Robert E . Gray and th'e
Wineside 45 Partnership for 10 years . O .M . Scott applied to
Riverside County for a change in zoning and a land use permit . As
part of the process, a negative declaration was prepared for the
project . On May 26, 1993 the Riverside County Planning Commission
met to discuss the proposed change of zoning for this parcel from
A-2-10 (heavy agriculture) to M-M (medium manufacturing) and the
issuance of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for a greenwaste
mulching and compost facility . Planning Commission staff
recommended that the parcel's zoning instead be changed to I-P
(industrial park) which is more restrictive (notably including a
prohibition against use of billboards), adoption of the negative
declaration, and approval of the CUP.

Also at this hearing, testimony was provided by the proponent and
concerned citizens . These included the owner of the Galleano
Winery located approximately 1,000 feet to the southeast and the
owner of another adjacent parcel who may have plans to develop
his property as a business park . Their major concerns regarded
odor, noise, dust, and aesthetic effects.

At the conclusion of the hearing, the Planning Commission voted
to recommend approval of the change in zoning from A-2-10 to I-P
and adoption of the negative declaration but recommended denial
of the proposed CUP . These recommendations were submitted to the
County Board of Supervisors who, on September 14, 1993, instead
voted to approve the CUP . The Board of Supervisors did accept the
Commission's other recommendations.

According to the LEA, the operator has been in contact with those
opposing the facility and has resolved their issues to
satisfaction . In addition, at least one of the neighbors concerns
has been alleviated by staff of the Santa Ana Regional Water

110

	

Quality Control Board . Board staff have not been contacted by the
site's neighbors .
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Scotts Riverside Reg . Composting Fac .
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41,

Facility Description Of the 46 acre site, 35 acres will be used
for operations . The process is outlined as follows:

Preprocessing Yard trimmings will be received from municipal
transfer facilities . Most contamination is tb be
removed before transport to Scotts . Incoming
material will be unloaded in the receiving area . A
front-loader will spread the load, facilitating
removal of any contamination, and segregating the
loads, if necessary, into different piles based
upon carbon and nitrogen levels (brush, leaves,
grass clippings, etc .) . Any non-compostable
material will be temporarily stored in bins prior
to transport . to a disposal facility . All incoming
yard trimmings will be processed within 48 hours.

Material Size
Reduction

	

An electric grinder will be used to grind the
material into less than two inch uniform
particles.

After grinding, a portion (30 - 55 percent) of the
resulting material will be transported to the
Scotts' plant in Chino, California.

The balance of the material will be placed into
windrows . Windrows will not exceed seven feet in
height, 18 feet in width, or 400 feet it length
and will be about five feet apart . The RCSI
indicates that the operator will follow Title 14
requirements regarding temperature and turning
frequency . The windrows will be turned by a Scarab
turner, or equivalent . As required by regulation,
the windrows will be set back at least 12 feet
from all property boundaries and will not be
within 300 feet of off-site residences.

Monitoring

	

At a minimum, a daily temperature will be taken
for each 100 linear feet of windrow . Moisture
content will be checked at least weekly and water
added if necessary.

Finishing

	

It is estimated that the composting process will
take 90 - 120 days . As the compost stabilizes, the
internal temperature should decrease to a range of
35 to 40 degrees, Centigrade . The composted
material will then be moved to the site's staging
area for shipment to a Scotts' bagging plant or to

Transport of
Mulch to
Chino Plant

Windrowing

•



Scotts Riverside Reg . Composting Fac .

	

Agenda Item 11•
Page 4 of 7	 February 24 . 1994

bulk customers . No on-site curing is required.
Initially, the material will be screened at the
bagging plant . If the operator determines it to be
necessary, screening equipment will be added at
the facility.

It should be noted that the operator has substantial experience
in the compost/mulching arena . O .M . Scott & Sons Company includes
the Hyponex Corporation, purveyor of numerous landscaping
products . Hyponex and O .M . Scott are subsidiaries of The Scotts
Company . The Scotts Company has, according to the Report of
Composting Site Information, been in business for over 120 years
and presently receives, processes, and markets over 2 .5 million
tons of organic materials . Scotts claims to have 38% of the
bagged organics market nationally.

The operator anticipates that, in the first year, the site will
process about 150,000 tons of yard trimmings,or about 500 tons
per operating day . The site will receive only material from
commercial haulers in transfer trailers or packer trucks and will
not be open to the general public.

410

	

There are two residential buildings on-site which will not be
occupied initially . However, Scotts may allow residential
occupancy in the future.

Environmental Controls The operator will implement various
control practices and the facility will be constructed in a
manner that should minimize potential environmental concerns.

Dust will be controlled by the use of a water truck at the
processing areas . Personnel will water down very dry incoming
loads . Wind fences will be installed, if necessary . As the
receiving/process area is located at the center of the site, the
effect on the off-site environ should be minimized.

Litter will be minimized by vigilance and clean up by on-site
personnel . Loads must be tarped during transport to the facility.
As above, wind fences may be installed . The paved areas of the
site will be dry swept.

Odor should be minimized by proper compost procedure . All
incoming materials will be processed within 72 hours . Windrow
areas will be cleaned after each cycle . In addition, the presence
of the adjacent dairy will probably mask much of any odor
generated by the compost facility.

Noise impacts are minimized by the central location of the
• processing area and the use of proper noise attenuation devices

on the site's heavy equipment .

CQSI



Scotts Riverside Reg . Composting Fac .
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Surface drainage of on-site water will be controlled by proper
grading, the installation of drainage ditches, and an on-site
sedimentation/detention pond .'The pond will be sufficient in size
to retain 10 percent of the on-site flow of stormwater from a 25
year, 24 hour event . Under some circumstances, there may some
release of water off-site . The operator has filed a Notice of
Intent with the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) regarding this intermittent discharge . Board staff
contacted RWQCB staff who, on October 25, 1993, indicated that
this discharge should not be a threat to water quality.

In addition, application of water by the operator will be minimal
and only be what is necessary for the compost process, dust
suppression, and cleaning.

Fire protection measures include the regular monitoring of
windrow temperature and moisture, good housekeeping, proper
storage of any'flammable materials, and on-site fire control
equipment such as fire extinguishers and the water truck.

Vectors and birds are not expected to be a problem due to the
nature of the waste stream and regular cleaning of the facility.

Resource Recovery Proqrams Other than the compost operation, no
material recovery operations will take place at the site.

ANALYSIS:

Requirements for Concurrence with the Solid Waste Facilities
Permit Pursuant to PRC Section 44009, the Board has 60 calendar
days to concur in or object to the issuance of a solid waste
facilities permit . Since the permit was received on January 28,
1994, the last day the Board could act is March 29, 1994.

The LEA has submitted a proposed permit to the Board . Staff have
reviewed the proposed permit and supporting documentation and has
found that the permit is acceptable for the Board's consideration
of concurrence . In making this determination the following items
were considered:

1 .

	

Conformance with County Plan

The LEA has found that the Scotts Riverside Regional
Composting Facility was granted a finding of conformance by
the Riverside County Solid Waste Management Advisory
Council/AB 939 Countywide Local Task Force at their May 20,
1993 meeting . Board staff agree with this finding .

•



Scotts Riverside Reg . Composting Fac .
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2. Consistency with General Plan

The LEA has determined that the Riverside County Planning
Department found the facility to be in conformance with the
Riverside County General Plan and is compatible with
surrounding land uses . Board staff agree with this
determination.

3. Consistency with Waste Diversion Requirements

Staff of the Board's Governmental and Regulatory Affairs
Division make an assessment, pursuant to PRC 44009, to
determine if the record contains substantial evidence that
the proposed project would impair the achievement of waste
diversion goals . Based on available information, staff have
determined that the issuance of the proposed permit should
neither prevent nor substantially impair the County of
Riverside from achieving its waste diversion goals . The
analysis used in making this determination is included as
Attachment 5.

4. California Environmental Ouality Act (CEOA)

State law requires the preparation and certification of an
environmental document . The County of Riverside has
prepared a Negative Declaration (ND) for the proposed
project . The ND . (SCH #93062092) has indicated that there
are no significant environmental impacts associated with
this project . The Riverside County Board of Supervisors
voted to adopt the ND on September 14, 1993 . The mitigation
measures which conditioned this adoption are listed in the
Conditions of Approval found as Attachment 4 . The Notice of
Determination was filed on November 19, 1993.

After reviewing the environmental documentation for the
project, Board staff have determined that CEQA has been
complied with and that the ND is adequate and appropriate
for the Board's use in evaluating the proposed permit.

5. Conformance with State Minimum Standards

The LEA has determined that the facility's proposed design
and operation are in compliance with the State Minimum
Standards for Solid Waste Handling and Disposal based on a
review of the Report of Composting Site Information and
supporting documentation . Board staff agrees with said
determination.

0
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Because a new Solid Waste Facilities Permit is being proposed,
the Board must either object to, or concur with, the issuance of
the proposed permit as submitted by the LEA.

Staff recommends that the Board adopt Permit Decision No . 94-07
concurring in the issuance of Solid Waste Facilities Permit No.
33-AA-0243.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Location Map
2. Facility Map
3. Permit No . 33-AA-0243
4. Conditions of Approval
5. Governmental and Regulatory Affairs Division Analysis
6. Permit Decision No . 94-07

11
Prepared By : David Otsubo

til1l~q
	 Phone : 255-237411

Approved By : Suzanne Talams/Don Dier, J%`0	Phone : 255-2453

Approved By : Douqlas Okumura -io yy.	 Phone : 255-2619

•
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SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT

t+iiatiuitaiii a
1 . Facility/Permit Number

33-AA-0243/94-02
2 . Name and Street Address of Facility

The ScottsRiverside County

Regional Composting Facility

11812 Riverside Ave.

Mira Loma, CA

3. Name and Mailing Address of Operator
O . M. Scott & Son

14310 Scottslawn Rd.

Marysville, OH 43041

4. Name and Mailing Address of Owner
Robert E . Gray and the Wineside-45

partnership

17422 Derian Avenue

Irvine, CA 92713

5. Specifications

a. Permitted Operations 0 Composting Facility (mixed wastes)

	

q Processing Facility
Composting Facility (yard waste)

	

q Transfer Station
q Landfill Disposal Site

	

q Transformation Facility
q Material Recovery Facility

	

q Other

b. Permitted Hours of Operation : Hours of receiving and operation are from 7 :00 a .m . to 6 :00 p .m . Monday thru Saturday.

c . Permitted Tons per Operating Day:

Non-Hazardous - General 00 Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Sludge 00 Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled recydables 00 Tons/Day
Non-Hazardous -Green Waste (Ave. per operating day) 880 Tons/Day
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit) 00 Tons/Day
Hazardous (See Section 14 of Permit) QQ Tons/Day

Total
Maximum Tonnage permitted is 1100 Tons/Day

880 Tons/Day

d . Permitted Traffic Volume:

Non-Hazardous - General 00 Vehicles/Day
Non-Hazardous - Sludge 00 Vehicles/Day
Non-Hazardous - Separated or commingled . recyclables 00 Vehicles/Day
Non-Hazardous - Green Waste 50 Vehices/Day
Designated (See Section 14 of Permit) 00 Vehices/Day
Hazardous (See Section 14 of Permit) QQ Vehicles/Day

Total 50 Vehicles/Day

e . Key Design Parameters (Detailed parameters are shown on site plans bearing LEA and CIWMB validations):

Total	 Disposal

	

Transfer

	

MRF	 Composting

Permitted Area (in acres)
Design Capacity
Maximum Elevation (Ft . MSL)
Maximum Depth (Ft. BSG)
Estimated Closure Date

This permit is granted solely to the operator named above, and is not transferable . Upon a change of operator, this permit is no longer valid.
Further, upon a significant change in design or operation from that described herein, this permit is subject to revocation or suspension . The
attached permit findings and conditions are integral parts of this permit and supersede the conditions of any previously issued solid waste
facility permits.

6 . Approval:

John M. Fanning/Director, Riverside County Environmental Health Department

7 . Enforcement Agency Name and Address:

Local Solid Waste Management Enforcement
Agency for Riverside County
1737 Atlanta Avenue, Building "H-5"
Riverside, CA 92307

a . Received by CIWMB :

	

9. CIWMB Concurrence Date:

'AN 2 8 1994

10 . Permit Review Due Date :

	

11 . Permit Issued Date:



SOLID WASTE FACILITY" PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number

33-AA-0243/94-02

12.

	

Legal Description of Facility

	

APN 156-040-021 & 22

. Township 2 South (2S), Range 6 West (R6W) in the northeast comer of section 7 (7 NE 1/4 )

.13.

	

Findings:

I .

	

Per Public Resources Code, Section 50000 (a) (4), the Riverside County Solid Waste Advisory Council/Local AB 939 Task
Force found this facility to be consistent with the County's future Solid Waste Management Plan on May 20,1993.

11 .

	

This permit is consistent with standards adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB) . Public
Resources Code, Section 44010.

III .

	

The proposed design and operation of the facility is in compliance with the State Minimum Standards for Solid Waste Handling
and Disposal as determined by the LEA.

IV .

	

The Riverside County Fire Department has reviewed the C .U .P . # 3171 Amended #1, and has recommended fire protection
measures be provided at the time of building plan submittal ( April 21,1993).

V..

	

Notice of Determination was not filed with the State Clearinghouse

VI.

	

A County-wide Integrated Waste Management Plan has not been approved by the California Integrated Waste Management
Board.

VII . The Riverside County Planning Department has made a written determination that the facility is consistent with, and designated
in, the applicable general plan:(David Mares; Senior Planner) . Public Resources Code, Section 50000 .5 (a), September 14,
1993.

VIII . The Riverside County Planning Department has made a written finding that surrounding land use is compatible with the facility
operation, as required in Public Resources Code, Section 50000.5 (b):September 14, 1993.

14.

	

Prohibitions:

The permittee is prohibited from accepting:

•

	

municipal solid waste (excluding green waste)
•

	

sewage/sludge/manure/urea/liquid wastes
•

	

hazardous and designated wastes
•

	

hot or cold ashes
•

	

burning materials
•

	

medical waste
•

	

dead animals
•

	

explosives
•

	

pesticides
•

	

inert material

The facility shall not conduct or allow the following activities:

•

	

allow green waste litter to migrate off-site
•

	

scavenging
•

	

salvaging
•

	

anaerobic biological degradation
•

	

discharge waste off site
•

	

burning waste
•

	

bird/vector propagation or harborage
•

	

create dust/odor (sufficient enough to cause health hazard)
•

	

receiving or processing of hazardous waste
•

	

utilize soil amendments or additives

15 . .The following documents also describe and/or restrict the operation of this facility:

Date Date
a

	

Report of Composting Site Information

	

12193

	

q Contract Agreements - operator and contract NIA

Land Use Permits and CUP

	

09/14/93

	

q Waste Discharge Requirements N/A
Air Pollution Permits and Variances

	

-

	

04/26/93

	

q Local & County Ordinances N/A

Notice of Determination (Negative Declaration)

	

011/18/93

	

q Final Closure & Post Closure Maintenance N/A

l

	

Lease Agreements - owner and operator

	

0724/92

	

q Amendments to RCSI N/A

q

	

Preliminary Closure/Post Closure Plan

	

N/A

	

q Operating Liability N/A

q

	

Closure Financial Responsibility Document

	

N/A

	

q Other (list) :
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Facility/Permit Number

SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT 33-AA-0243/94-02

16 .

	

Self-Monitoring - -

a. Results of all self-monitoring programs as described in the Report of Composting Site Information (RCS!), will be . reported as follows:

Program : Reporting Frequency : Agency Reported To:
Daily Temperature Log for each windrow Monthly L.E.A
Daily Tonnage Report ( Received) Monthly L.E.A . and C.I .W.M.B.
Daily Tonnage Report ( finished product shipped) Monthly L.E.A.
Records of Thermometer Calibration Monthly L.E.A.
Special Occurrence Log Monthly L.E.A.
Windrow Rotation, Aeration and Moisture Log Monthly L.E.A.
Lab Results (finished compost samples) Monthly L.E.A. and C.I .W.M.B.
Maintenance Log Monthly L.E.A.

17. LEA Conditions

a .

	

This facility shall comply with all federal, state and local requ irements and enactments, including all mitigation
measures given in any certified env ironmental document filed pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 .6.

b .

	

The operator shall make copies of all inspection reports and permits issued by this and other regulatory agencies
available for review by site personnel and authorized representatives of all responsible agencies during normal office
hours . In addition, a copy of this permit and the Report of Composting Site Information shall be made available.

c .

	

The facility is permitted to receive the following non-hazardous solid wastes:

brush

tree trimmings less than ten inches in diameter

leaves

grass, which will not require any special handling procedures

d .

	

Any additional information the LEA deems necessary to permit and inspect this facility shall be provided by the
operator.

e .

	

The facility may operate Monday thru Saturday from 7 :00 am. to 6 :00 p.m. The facility will observe the following

holidays: New Years Day, Independence Day, Memorial Day, Easter, Thanksgiving and Christmas Days.

f.

	

Outdoor lighting will be installed at the facility as a security measure and to facilitate processing during dark hours
and receiving activities . All :lighting will be d irected toward the center of the facility to avoid excess luminescence
off-site.

g .

	

To comply with Title 14, Section 17497 (Personnel Health and Safety), the operator shall ensure that all personnel
assigned to waste handling/processing duties have and utilize (when and where appropriate) dust masks, hearing
protection devices, safety glasses/goggles, safety vests, heavywork gloves, heavy work boots (steel shanks and toes
recommended), and hard hats . Where applicable, this equipment shall meet all state and federal safety standards . A

copy of the site's Health and Safety Plan shall be maintained on-site.

h .

	

The site shall implement a formal hazardous waste monitoring program that is approved by this agency. At a

minimum, the program shall include the following:

inspection of all incoming loads for fugitive hazardous waste at the fee booth/scales and/or tipping floor

training of all staff responsible for waste handling/management in hazardous waste recognition and site
procedures in managing detected hazardous waste

Page 3 of 5



SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMIT
Facility/Permit Number

33-AA-0243/94-02

17 . LEA Conditions (continued) :

	

0-
i.

	

Signs shall be posted at the entrance of the facility,•and shall include the following information:

• facility name
▪ required phone numbers

▪ hours of operation
▪ types of materials accepted and those not accepted
▪ notification that the facility is closed to the general public
▪ prohibition of unauthorized access to the site (Le ., No Trespassing)

j. All material entering or leaving the facility shall be covered (e .g., covered with a tarp or screen) to minimize litter
impacts at the site and on adjacent roads.

k. Wind fences and additional landscaping will be used, if necessary, to prevent wind-blown debris from leaving the site.

1 . At a minimum, the following items shall be recorded in the site's special occurrence log:

• fires

▪ explosions

• utility outages

▪ accidents and/or injuries

▪ complaint regarding site activities

• damage to site equipment or structures

• any incidents involving hazardous waste

▪ unauthorized entry to the site (i .e . trespassing)

• weather conditions that adversely impact site operations

• visits by regulatory agencies (record the agency, name of inspector, mailing address and phone number)

m. Prior to operation submit a clearence letter from Riverside County Fire Department, stating that the facility is in
conformance with applicable fire standards as required in Public Resources Code, Section 44151.

n. All yard trimmings arriving at the facility will be processed within 72 hours of arrival . Materials containing high
concentrations of nitrogen, such as grass, will be processed within 48 hours.

o. During a consecutive 15 day composting period, windrow temperatures shall be maintained at not less than 55 degree

Celsius and turned at least 5 times (As required by Section 17887, Article 4, Chapter 3 .1, Title 14, California Code of
Regulations) .

	

,

p . The following environmental measurements shall be reported to the LEA on a quarterly basis:

• number and type of vehicles utilizing the site each day (collection and public "loads")

quantities of wastes received each day

quantities and types of waste sent to disposal site(s) each day

quantities and types of recyclables recovered each day
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33-AA-0243/94-02	 SOLID WASTE FACILITY PERMITilk 	
Facility/Permit Number

A responsible officer or representative of the permittee shall attest to the accuracy of the report, and sign to that
effect . The report shall be submitted to the LEA in accordance with the following schedule:

REPORTING PERIOD

	

REPORT DIJE
January through March

	

May 1
April through June

	

August 1
July through September

	

November 1
October through December

	

February 1

Page 5 of 5
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Attachment 4 a

RIVERSIDE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO . 3171

AMENDED NO. 1

ZONING DISTRICT: PRADO-MIRA LOMA

APN: 156-040-021, 156-040-022

1. STANDARD CONDITIONS

1 .1 The permit consists of Conditions of Approval 1.1 through 1 .7, Conditions of Approval 2 .1
through 2.8, Conditions of Approval 3 .1 through 3 .13, Conditions of Approval 4.1 through
4.7, Conditions of Approval 5 .1 through 5.2, Conditions of- Approval 6.1 through 6.6,
Conditions of Approval 7.1 through 7.11 ; and pages 1 through-8, inclusive.

1 .2 The use hereby permitted is for a green waste mulching and composing facility.

1 .3 The applicant/permittee shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the County of Rivie,
its agents, officers, and . employees from any claims, action, or proceeding against the County
of Riverside. or its agents ; officers, or employees . to attack; set aside, void ; or annul,. an.
approval of the County of Riverside, its advisory agencies, appeal boards, or legislative body-
concerning Conditional Use Permit No . 3171 . The County of Riverside will promptly notify
the applicant/permittee of any such claim, action, or proceeding against the . County of
Riverside and will cooperate fully in the defense .. If the County fails to promptly notify the
applicant/permittee of any such .claim; action or proceeding . or fails to cooperate fully is the.
defense, the applicant/permittee thatl not, thereafter; be responsible to defend, indemnify; or
hold harmless the County of Riverside.

1.4 This. approval shall be used within three (3)iyears of approval date ; otherwise, it shall become .
null and void and of no effect. whatsoever. By use is meant the beginning of: substantial ::
construction contemplated by this approval within the three (3) year period which is thereafter "
diligently pursued to completion or to the actual occupancy of existing buildings or land-under
the terms of the authorized use . Prior to the expiration of the three year .period the permitter .
may request a maximum of three (3) one-year extensions of dine in . which to use this pe rmit.
Should the three one-year extensions be obtained and no substantial construction Of use of this
permit be initiated within six (6) years of the effective date of the issuance of this permit : this
permit shall become null and void.

	

.

1 .5 The development of these premises shall comply-with the standards of Ordinance No .. 348 and

all other ap;licable Riverside County ordinances and stater and: federal codes- .
development of the premises tha11 conform substantially with' that as shown on plot

EFFECTIVE DATE:

APPROVED

SEP 14 19M

kY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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marked Exhibit A, Amended No . 1, dated 4/15/93, =less otherwise amended b
conditions of approval.

1.6 In the event the use herety permitted under thii cooditional use permit, a) ceases operation
for a period of one (1) year or more, b) is found to be in violation of the terms and mnditi
of this permit, c) is found to have been obtained by fraud or perjured testimony, or d)
found to be detrimental to the public health, safety or general welfare, or is a public nuitnce, :.
this permit shall be subject to the revocation procedures in Section 18 .31 of Ordinance No)
348.

1.7 Any subsequent submittals required by these cooditioos of approval, including but not limi
to grading plan, building plan or mitigation monitoring review, shall be reviewed on an hourly
basis (research fee), or other such review fee as may be in effect at the time of submittal, a
required by Ordinance No. 671.

j. AGENCY CONI)TI'IONS

2.1 The applicant/permittee shall comply with the requirements set forth in the County
Transportation Department's lets dated 3 119/93

	

, a copy of which is attached
(Amended at Board on 9/14/93)

2.2 Water and sewerage disposal fu'ilities shall be . installed in accordance with the requiremen
set forth in the Riverside County Health Department's transmittal dated 4/27/93, a copy
which is attached.

2.3 Flood protection shall be provided in accordance with the requirements set forth in
Riverside County Flood Control District's transmittal dated 4/27/93, a copy of which
attached.

. 2.4 Fire protection shall be provided in accordance with the appropriate section of Ordinance No
546 and the requirements set forth in the Riverside County Fire Department's transmittal
4/21/93, a copy of which is attached.

2.5 The applicaat/permiitee shall comply with the requirements set forth in the Department
Building and Safety - Grading Section's transmittal dated 4/19/93, a copy of which is attach

2.6 The applicant/permittee shall comply with the requirements set forth in the Departmen t

Building Ind 'Safety = Plan Check section's transmittal dated 4/22193, a copy of which
attached.

2.7 The applicant/perminee shall comply with the requirements set forth in the Departmen
Waite :+ianagemmt's transmittal dated 31.15193 7/23/93, a copy of which is
(Amended at Planning Commission 5/26/93 .)
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wed. (Amended at Planning Commission 5/26/93.)

2.8 The applirant/permittee shall comply with the conditions of approval set forth in the Solid
Wage Management Advisory Council's recommendation dated 5/20/93, a copy of which is
attached.. (Amended at Planning Commission 5/26/93 .)

3 . DEVELOPMENT STANDARD CONDITIONS

3.1 Any outside lighting . shall be hooded and directed so as not to shine directly upon adjoining
property or public rights-of-way.

3.2. Fourteen (14) parking spaces shall be provided as shown on the approved Exhibit A, Amended
No. 1, dated 4/15/93, unless otherwise approved by the Planning Department. . Theparkdng
area shall be surfaced . with asphaltic concrete to current standards as approved by the
Department of Building and Safety.

3.3 A minimum of one (1) handicapped. parking space shall be provided. Each parking . space
reserved for the handicapped . shall be identified by a permanently affixed reflectorized sign
constructed of porcelain on steel, beaded text or equal, displaying the : International Symbol .•-
of Ability. The sign shall not be .smaller than. 70 square inches in area and shall be
centered at the interior end of the parking space at a minimum height of 80 inches from the.
bottom of the sign to the parking space finished grade, or centered at a .rninimum height of.
36 inches from the parking . space finished grade, ground, or sidewalk. A sign shall also be-
posted in a conspicuous place; at each entrance to the off-street parking facility, not less than.
17 inches by 22. inches, clearly and conspicuously stating the following:

'Unauthorized vehicles not displaying distinguishing placards or license plates issued
for physically handicapped persons may be towed away at owner's expense. Towed -
vehicles may be reclaimed at 	 or by telephoning	

In addition to the above requirements, the surface of each parking space shall have a surface
identification sign duplicating the symbol of accessibility in blue paint of at least 3 square feet
in size;

3 .4 A minimum of four (4) loading spaces shall be provided in accordance with Section 18 .13 of
Ordinance No . 348 . The loading spaces than be surfaced with six (6) inches of concrete over
a suitable base and than not be less than 10 feet wide by 35 feet long ;with 14 feet verticaL
clearance.

	

.
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3.5 Floor plans, bolding elevations ' 1"' f1 be in substantial canforman
that shown on Exhibit B do C.

3 .6 Roof-mounted equipment shall be shielded from ground view. Screening material
subject to Planning Department approval.

3.7 Prior to the sale or lease of any structure as shown on Exhibit A, Amended No . 1,
4/15/93, a land division shall be recorded in accordance with Riverside County Ordinance
460, and any other pertinent ordinance.

3.8 All utilities, except electrical lines rated 33kV or greater, shall be installed underground.

3.9 All dwelling units shall have a minimum floor living area of not less than 750 square;
excluding porches, garages, patios or similar features whether attached or detached.

'3 .10 A maximum of two (2) caretaker's residences are allowed undei this permit.

3 .11 Arrival of waste hauling vehicles as approved under this permit shall be limited to the
of 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. ; Monday through Saturday, in order to reduce conflict
adjacent zones and/or land uses.

3.12 Parking for this permit was determined primarily on the basis of the estimated num
employees and visitors.

3.13 No signs are approved pursuant to this use . Prior to the installation of any on-site adv
or directional signs, a signing plan shall be submitted to and approved by the P
Department pursuant to the requirements of Section 18 .30 (Planning Department review
of Ordinance No . 348.

4. LANDSCAPING & IRRIGATIONCONDITIONS .

All the following conditions shall be satisfied on the project's landscaping and irrigation plans:

4.1 Prior to the 1 seance of grading or building permits, seven (7) copies of a S
Parking, Landscaping, and Irrigation Plan thatl be submitted to and approved by the P
Departmen

location; number, genus, species, and container size of the plants
be shows. Plans shall meet all requiremats of Ordinance No . 348, Sections 18 .12
19.300 through 19 .304 and as specifed .herein.
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4.2 T.aadscape screening shall be designed to be opaque up to a minimum height of six (6) feet
at maturity except that planting within ten (10) feet of an entry or exit driveway shall . not be
penmiued .to grow higher than thirty (30) inches and no trees shall be planted . within 10 feet
of driveways, alleys, or street intersections.

4.3 Landscaping plans shall incorporate the use of specimen canopy trees along streets and within
the parking areas. All trees and shrubs shall be drawn to reflect the average specimen size
at 15 years of age. All tees shall be double-staled . and secured with non-wire ties.

4.4 All existing specimen trees on the subject property shall be preserved wherever feasible.
Where they cannot be preserved they shall be relocated or replaced with specimen trees as.
approved by the Planning Director.

4.5 A six inch high curb with a twelve (12) inch wide walkway shall be constructed along planters.
on end critic adjacent to automobile parking areas . Public parking areas shall be designed with
permanent. curb, bumper, or wheel stop or similar device so that a parked vehicle does not.
overhang required sidewalks, planters, or landscaped areas.

4.6 The applicant/owner 0121l connect to a reclaimed water supply for landscape watering
purposes when secondary or reclaimed water is made available to the site.

4.7 The irrigation plan shall be in. compliance with Section 18.12 of Ordinance. No.. 348, . and.
include a rain shut-off device which is capable of shutting down the entire system. In
addition, the plan will incorporate the use of in-line check valves, or sprinkler . heads
containing check valves to prohibit low head drainage.

5.GRADINGCONDITIONS .

5.1 If trading is proposed, the project must comply with the following : .
iii

a. The developer shall submit one print of a comprehensive grading plan to the Department
of Building and Safety which complies with the Uniform Building Code, Chapter 70, as
amended by Ordinance No . 457 and. as may be additionally provided for in these
conditions.

b. A grading permit thatl be obtained from the Department of Building and Safety prior to
commencement of any grading onrdrin of County maintained road right-of-way. •

c.. Graded but undeveloped land shall be planted with interim landscaping or provided with

other erosion control measures as approved by the Director of Building and Safety.

d. Graded areas 01211 be revegetated or landscaped with native species which are f~
resistant, drought tolerant, low water using and erosion controlling.
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5.2 If this project will disturb five or more acres or is part of a larger project that will distwb five
or more acres it will require a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
Construction General Permit from the State Water Resources Control Board . Clearance for
grading shall not be given until either the district . or the Department of Building and Safety
has determined that the project has complied with the current County requirements for the
regarding the NPDES Construction General Permit

a. Prior to any grading or construction, the County Building and Safety Department must
ensure that the development has complied with the anrentt County requirements
concerning the appropriate NPDES Permit or Waiver.

i
b. Prior to any grading or construction, the County must ensure that the development has

complied with the current County requirements concerning the appropriate NPDES Permit
or Waiver.

6. BUTTDINGPERMITCONDITIONS -

Prior to issuance of building permits, all the following conditions shall be satisfied:

6.1 The applicant shall obtain .clearance and/or permits from the following agencies:

County Transportation Department

	

Riverside County Flood Control District
County Environmental Health Department

	

County Fire Department

Written evidence of compliance shall be presented to the Land Use Division of .the Department
of Building and Safety .

	

-

6.2 Performance securities, in amounts to be determined by the Director of Building and Safety
to guarantee the installation of plantings, walls and fences in accordance with the approved
plan, and adequate maintenance of the planting for one year shall be filed with the Department
of Building and Safety. A . cash bond shall be required to guarantee the incra112iion of
plantings, walls, and fences when the estimated cost is $2,500 or less . The remaining
performance surety shall be released one year after installation is approved provided the
planting has been adequately maintained.

6.3 No building permits shall be issued by the County of Riverside for any

commercial/industrial/manufacturing development within the project boundary until the
developer or the developer's successors-in-intatst provide evidence of compliance with . the
Iurupa Community Plan's public farility financing measures . A cash sum of four-hundred irak ; .w,
($410.00) per acre of development Than be deposited with the Riverside County Departmeatj
of Building and Safety as mitigation for impacts upon law enforcement (Sheriff's) services..

.
I
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6.4 A fencing plan shall be submitted showing all wall and fence Lxations and typical view of all
types of fences or walls proposed. This plan shall incorporate anti-graffiti coatings on wall
and fences, where appropriate.

Safety and the Planning Director.
aigMengagrar.ggg

7.2 Two. (2) trash enclosures . which are adequate to enclose a minimum of four (4) bins shall be
provided, and shall be constructed prior to the issuance of occupancy permits- The enclosures
shall be six feet in height and shall be made with masonry block and an opaque gate ; which
screens the bins from external view.

7.3 All existing structures on the subject property shall conform to all the applicable requirements
of Ordinance No. 348.

7.4 All required landscape planting and irrigation shall have been installed in accordance with
approved landscaping, Irrigation, and Shading Plans and be in a condition acceptable to the
Director of Building and Safety. The plants shall be healthy and free of weeds, disease or
pests. The haigation system shall be properly constructed and in good working order.

7.5 The applicant's landscape architect or other State licensed party responsible for preparing
landscaping and irrigation plans shall provide a Compliance Latter to the Planning Department
and the Department of Building and Safety stating that the landscape and irrigation syl
have been installed in compliance with the approved landscaping and irrigation plans.

7. FINAL BUILDING INSPECTION/OCCUPANCYCONDITIONS

Prior to final building inspection or issuance of occupancy permits; whichever occurs first, all the
following conditions shall be satisfied:

7.1. A six foot high deeeratiYe-bleele-svell-er-eembinatien-landsdeeerse
shall be

constructed along

	

The required wall--endier
be:m=1 shall be subject . to the approval of the Director of the Department of Building and . .
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Compliance letter shall be submiued'at least . three (3) working. days prior to final inspection
of the structure or issuance of occupancy permits, whichever occurs first.

7.6

'LI

7.7 Wall and/or fence locations sha1 be in conformance with the approved fencing plan.

7.8 This approval shall be effective for a period of 10 years, and shall become null and void on
July, 1, 2003.

7.9 The two existing residences permitted under agricultural mobilehomes plot plans shall be
removed.

7.10 The Department of Building and Safety shall verify that the Development Standards of this
approval and all other preceding conditions have been complied with prior to any use allowed
by this permit.

7.11 One year after issuance of occuoa_ncv veri it the Planning Director and the Director of
Building and Safety shall review this permit to reconsider the hours of operation . If
significant complaints have been received regarding noise, odor, and nuisance, the hours of
operation of the use may be further restri Jett. stetti?

s
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CSUNTY

RIVER S fE::.:

I. M. HARRIS

RIVERSIDE COUNTY.
FIRE DEPARTMENT

April 21, 1993

TO :

	

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

ATTN :

	

' Dave Mares

RE :

	

Conditional Use Permit 3171 Amended *1

With . respect. to the conditions of approval regarding the above
referenced plan, the Fire Department recommends the following
fire protection measures be provided in accordance with Riverside
County Ordinances and/or recognized fire protection standards:

1. The fire Department is required to set a minimum fire flow
for the remodel or construction of all commercial buildings
using the procedure established in Ordinance 546.

2. Provide or show there exists a water system capable of
delivering 1500 6PM for a 2 hour duration at 20 PSI residual •
operating pressure, which must-be available before any
combustible material is placed on the job site ..

3. The required fire flow shall be~available e from a super fire
hydrant (6"x4"x2 1/2"x2 1/2"), located at the main entrance.

4. Applicant/Developer shall be responsible to submit written
Certification from the water company noting the . location of
the existing fire hydrant and that the existing water
system is capable-of delivering 1500 GPM fire flow for a 2
hour duration at 20 PSI residual operating pressure . If a
water system currently does. not exist, the applicant/de-
veloper shall be responsible-tb provide . written certifica-
tion that financial arrangements have, been made to provide
them.

5 .. Blue retroreflectivepavement markers shall be mounted on
private . streets, public streets and driveways to indicate
location of fire hydrants . Prior to installation, placement
of markers must be approved by the Riverside County Firs

Department .

•

210 WEST SAN JAC INTO AVII;AJE • PERRIS, CALIFORNIA 92570 • (909) 657-31:

FIRE PREVENTION DIVISION .
PUNNING SECTION'S RIVERSIDE OFFICE

3760 12th S.`u. Rivctside, CA 92231

1909) :73-+777 • FAX (909) 369 . 7431

CI INDIO OFFICE

79-133 Country Club Drive, Suite F. Lnd c, CA 91201

(619) 163-1116 • FAX (619) 163. 7012
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Applicant/Developer shall' separately submit- two copy of
the water system plans to the Fire Department for review.
Plans shall conform to the fire hydrant types, location and
spacing, and the system shall meet , the fire flow require-
ments . Plans shall be signed/approved by a registered civil
engineer and the local water company with the following
certification : "I certify that the design of the water
'system is in accordance with the requirements prescribed by
the Riverside County Fire Department".

7.

	

Install panic hardware and-exit signs as per Chapter 33 of
the Uniform Building .Code . All illuminated exits shall be UL
924 Listed.

FIRE LANES

8.

	

The applicant shall prepare and submit to the Fire Depart-
ment for approval, a site plan designating required fire
lanes with appropriate lane painting and/or signs.

9.

	

Install portable fire extinguishers with a minimum rating of
2A—IOBC and signage . Fire Extinguishers located in public
areas shall be in recessed cabinets mounted 48" (inches) to
center above floor level with maximum 4" (inch) projection
from the wall . Contact Fire Department for proper placement
of equipment prior to installation.

BUILDING(s) ACCESS

10. Knox Key lock boxes shall be installed on all buildings/
suites . If building/suite requires Hazardous
Material Reporting (Material Safety Data Sheets) the
Knox HAZ MAT Data and key storage cabinets shall be
installed . If buildings/suites are protected by a fire
or burglar alarm system, the boxes will require "Tamper"
monitoring . Plans must be'submitted to the Fire
Department for approval prior , to installation.

AUTOMATIC/MANUAL GATE ACCESS

11. Sate(s) shall be manual minimum 24 feet in width.
Gate access shall be equipped with the Knox Co . rapid entry
system . Plans shall be submitted to the Fire Department
for approval prior to installation . Automatic/manual gate
pins shall be rated with shear pin force, not to exceed
30 foot pounds . Automatic gates shall be equipped with
emergency backup power . Gates activated by the Knox System
shall remain open until closed by the Knox System .
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41,

12. Applicant/Developer shall be responsible for Obtaining
aboveground. fuel and waste oil tank permits from the
Riverside County Fire Department and•Environmental
Health Departments . Plans must be submitted for approval
prior to installation.

13. Final conditions will be addressed ' when building plans are
reviewed in the Building and Safety Office.

•All questions regarding the weaning of conditions shall be re-
ferred to the Riverside County Fire Department Planning Division
staff .

RAYMOND H . REGIS
Chief Fire Department Planner

Byl 1 \&A l—_
Marga t Albanese
Fire fety Specialist

MA :js



COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
DEPARTMENT .OF BUILDING AND SAFETY

Administration
Thomas H. Ingram, Director

April 19, 1993

TO: DAVE MARES, PLANNING

RE: CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 3171, AMENDED 1

The Grading . Division has reviewed a conceptual grading plan for this site . The plan is acceptable.
Consequently, the Grading Division recommends approval of this project if the following conditions are
included.

Deletion of any of the conditions without written consent of the Grading Division will void our approval.

GENERAL. GRADING CONDITIONS:

All grading, shall conform U, the Uniform Building . Code, Ordinance 457, and . all other relevant
laws, rules, and regulations governing grading . in Riverside County.

ORDINANCE 457 NOW REQUIRES A GRADING . PERMIT PRIOR TO CLEARING; GRUBBING OR ANY TOP SOIL
DISTURBANCES RELATED TO CONSTRUCTION GRADING.

NOTICE :

		

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 1,1992 OWNER OPERATORS OF CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS ARE REQUIRED.
TO COMPLY WITH THE National Pollute.= Discharge Fr in •Ma System (NPDES) CONSTRUCTION -
PERMIT FROM THE STATE WATER RESOURCE CONTROL BOARD (SWRCB).
THE CONSTRUCTION PERMIT REQUIREMENT APPLIES TO CONSTRUCTION SITES OF FIVE ACRES-
AND LARGER OR SITES OF LESS THAN FIVE ACRES IF THE CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY IS PART
OF A LARGER COMMON PLAN OF DEVELOPMENT OR SALE THE OWNER OPERATOR MAY
OBTAIN COMPLIANCE BY SUBMITTING A NOTICE OF INTENT (NOD AND MONITORING PLAN FOR
THE CONSTRUCTION SITE. FOR ADDITIONAL, INFORMATION AND TO OBTAIN A COPY OF THE
NPDES STATE CONSTRUCTION PERMIT CONTACT THE .SWRC3 : AT (916) 6574146: -

Prior to Issuance of se Grading or Building permit, this application will be required to obtain a NPDES
construction permit..

Graded but undeveloped land shall provide, in addition to erosion control planting, any drainage
fadlity deemed necessary to control or prevent erosion . Additional erosion protection may be required
during the rainy season from October 15 to April 15.

During the actual grading. all necessary measures to control dust shall be imolemented by the develo per.

Geotechnlcallsoils reports shall be submitted to the County Geologist for approval prior . : to issuance of a-
grading permit. . All grading shall be in conformance with the-recommendations of the-geotechnicsUsoils
reports as approved by Riverside County.*

	

.

1777 Atlanta Ave., Suite C'Rlmsidde CA 92507 .(909)2752000 .FAX (904)2752030

	

a-73
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• The geotechnital/soils, compaction and inspection reports will be reviewed In accordance with the
RIVERSIDE COUNTY GEOTECHNICAL GUIDELINES FOR REVIEW OF GEOTECHNICAL AND
GEOLOGIC REPORTS. A pregrading meeting, certifications,' approvals and inspection procedures will
be implemented per . the COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND SAFETY
GRADING . INSPECTION PROCESS.

All drainage facilities shall be designed to accommodate 100 year storm flows or as approved by the
Riverside County Flood Control District.

Minimum drainage grade shall be 1% except on portland cement concrete whew 0.35% shall be the
minimum .

/
All parking areas shall conform to Ordinance' 457, see form 284.46.

GRADING CONDITIONS TO BE FULFILLED PRIOR TO ISSUING A GRADING PERMIT:

Prior to commencing any grading in access of 50 cubic yards, the applicant shall obtain . a grading permit
and approval to construct from the Building and Safety Department.

Grading- in excess of 199 cubic yards will require performance security to be posted with the
Building and Safety department.

In instances where a grading plan involves import or export, prior to obtaining a grading permit, the
applicant shall have obtained approval for the import/export location from the Building and Safety
department.

GRADING CONDITIONS TO BE FULFILLED PRIOR TO ISSUING A BUILDING PERMIT:

Prior to issuance of any building permit, the property owner shall obtain a grading permit and approval
to construct from the Building and Safety Department.

GRADING CONDITIONS TO BE FULFILLED PRIOR TO FINAL OCCUPANCY APPROVAL:

Plant and irrigate all slopes greater than or equal to 3 'in vertical height with grass or ground cover.
Slopes that exceed 15' in vertical height are to be provided with shrubs and/or trees per county
ordinance 457, see form 284-47.

The developer/applicant shall be responsible for obtaining the paving inspections required . by Ordinance
457, Section IV, J, 10.

	

, .'

Respectfully,

TRANSPORTATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY
:FRANKLIN E. SHERKOW, AGENCY DIRECTOR

L ARTME'1T OF BUILDING AND SAFETY .

fOrly

	

.,
c ndpal E Igineering Technician

NO 72: For ter find Ind• pima, pSeam provide dam applicable infamtioo Goa SaMbruig sad Safety Dcpanmea wadies fama : 244-120.224.21 . :jaaa.

tr4 SM-'36 . Mc.< Siam an available at the BwMms rod Safcty Department Stun.

1777 Atlanta Ave. Sake G•RSvasdde CA IlStl7•(901127S-2000•FA7f $nerr+cle• n
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
TRANSPORTATION AND

LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY

Transportation . Department

	

a ~_Z avid.
.~

September 14, 1993
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!larch 19, 1993

	

tvERSIDe COUN7-
Riverside County Planning Commission

	

' ° 'r' OEPac-
4080 Lemon Street
Riverside, CA. 92501 .

(Composting Facility)
RE: Conditional Use 3171 .- Amend #1

Team 1 - SMD #1 - Parcels 1 and
2 of PM 46/3-4 - Township 2
South, Range 6West, Section 7

* As Amended at BOS 9/14/93
Ladies and Gentlemen:

The Transportation Planning staff has not required a traffic:
study for the above referenced project . . We have . determined that
the project qualifies for an exemption from the traffic study
requirement, based upon the criteria approved by the Board of
Supervisors on March 20, . 1990.

With respect. to the conditions of . approval for the referenced
exhibit, . the Transportation Department recommends that the
applicant provide. the following street improvements, street
improvement plans and/or road dedications in accordance with
Ordinance 460 and Riverside :County Road Improvement Standards
(Ordinance 461) . It is understood' that the exhibit correctly shows
all existing easements,. traveled. .ways, and. drainage courses with
appropriate. Q '1 .and . that their 'omission.. or unacceptability ray
require the map to be resubmitted for further consideration . These
Ordinances and the following, conditions . are essential parts and a.
requirement occurring in ONE: is as binding as though occurring in
all . All questions. regarding the true meaning of the conditions
shall be referred to the Development Review Engineer's . Office ..

Prior to issuance of. a building permit or any use allowed by . this
permit, the applicant shall complete the following conditions at
no cost to any government agency:

1. Sufficient. right-of-way along existing Wineville Road shall
be conveyed for. public use to provide for a 39 foot half width
right-of-way.

2. Sufficient : right-of-way along Riverside Drive . . shall be
conveyed for public use to provide for a. 50 foot . half width
right-of-way.

4080 Lemon Street, 8th FloorRivers{de, California 925010(909) 2754740
P. O. Box 10900Rivaaido, California 92502-1090•FAX (909) 2754721

a-YS
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3. Sufficient public street right-of-way shall be provided along
proposed Wineville Road to establish a 50 foot half width
right-of-way including standard corner cutback.

4. Prior to issuance of a building permit or any use allowed by
this permit, the developer shall deposit with the Riverside
County Transportation Department the sum of $78,750 .00 towards
mitigating traffic impacts for signal requirements.

This amount represents 45 acres at $1,750 .00 per gross acre
$78,750 .00.

Prior to occupancy or any use allowed by this permit, the applicant
shall construct the following at no cost to any government agency:

5. No additional road improvements will be required at this time
along proposed Wineville Road ..

6. Riverside Drive is a County maintained road and shall be
improved with concrete curb and gutter located 38 feet from
centerline and match up asphalt concrete paving ;ggk
reconstruction ; or resurfacing of existing paving as .j
determined by the Development Review Engineer within a 50 foot
half width dedicated right-of-way in accordance with County
Standard No . 101.

asphalt concrctc pavcmcnt	 within	 a 45	 foot part width

3r

Wineville Road (existing) shall be improved to provide for an
interim improvement of 34' of asphalt pavement within a 45'
part width right-of-way in accordance with Riverside County
Standard No . 111.

a. Should the applicant choose to defer said improvement,
he/she shall enter into a written agreement with the
Transportation Department to establish a bond amount (to
be determined froa signed street improvement plans),
along with a sunset date for completion of the street
improvements, all as approved by the Transportation.
Director.

* As Amended at BOS 9/14/93
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8. Improvement plans for the required improvements must be
prepared. and shall be based upon a design . profile extending
a minimum of 300 feet beyond the project boundaries at a grade
and alignment as approved by the Riverside County Development
Review Engineer . Completion of road improvements does not
imply acceptance for maintenance by County.

9. Street lights shall be installed. in accordance with Ordinance
461 at all intersections of roads constructed or improved
within the development. The County Service Area (CSA)

_ Administrator determines whether the development is within an
existing assessment district . If not, the land owner shall
file immediately after receiving tentative approval, for an
application with LAFCO for annexation into or creation of a
County Service Area pursuant to Governmental Code Section
56000 . PRIOR TO OCCUPANCY, the landowner shall receive and
provide a Certificate of Completion from LAFCO.

10. A signing and striping plan is required for this project . The
applicant shall be responsible for any additional paving and
or striping removal caused by the striping plan . Traffic
signing and striping shall be performed by County forces with
all incurred costs borne by the' applicant, unless otherwise
approved by the County Traffic Engineer.

11. Any landscaping within public road rights-of-way shall comply
with Transportation Department standards . and require approval
by the Development Review Engineer and assurance of continuing
maintenance through the . establishment_. of a ._landscape
maintenance district/maintenance agreement or similar
mechanism as . approved by the Development Review Engineer ..
Landscape plans shall be submitted on standard County Plan
sheet format (24"' x 36") .. Landscape plans. shall be submitted
with the street improvement plans and shall depict only such
landscaping, irrigation and related facilities as are to be
placed within the. public road. .. rights-of-way.

Sicerely,
	 7

Elmer F . Baumgarten
Development Review Engineer

EB :RG :1g
cc : Traffic Division
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COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING AND SAFE

Man H Ingram, Dbcaor

April 22, 1993

Riverside County Planning Department
Attention: David Mares

Re: CUP 3171 Amd. #1

J adiec and Gentleman:

The Plan Check Division of the Department of Building and Safety has•the following comments
and conditions:

• Existing residential structures may not be used as offices unless a change of occupar
permit is first obtained . from the Department of Building and Safety.

• Provide one handicapped parking- space. that complies with the requirements of Section:
7102 Title 24, ralifornia Code of Regulations_

• Provide disabled access to office trailer that complies with Section 3307 Title 24, .
ralifornia Code of Regulations.

Thomas .?	 nhmann, Plan. Check
L.D.0 Coordinator

	—
'An; Sails Cr5•Rre' aide,' CA 925070(714) 275-2000SFAX (714) 275-2010'



THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

ROBERT A. NELSON
Director

May 18, 1993

David Mares, Senior Planner
Riverside County Planning Department
4080 Lemon Street, 9th Floor
Riverside, CA 92501

RE: O.M. Scott and Sons Inc . Composting Facility, Change of Zone No . 6172 and
Conditional Use Permit No . 3171

Dear Dave:

The Riverside County Waste Management Department recommends the following
conditions be applied to Conditional Use Permit (CUP) No . 3171 for the proposed O .M. Scott
and Sons Inc . Composting Facility (Scott):

1 . The project shall . comply with the requirements of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board (CIWMB) and the Riverside County Local Enforcement Agency for
a Solid Waste Facility Permit and approved Report of Composting Site Information
(RCSI).

3. The operator shall keep accurate records and inform the Director of the Waste
Management Department on a quarterly basis (or more frequently, if directed) regarding.
the amount of material received by tonnage, the source of material, . the amount of
residuals disposed, and the location of residual disposal.

4.

	

Areas designated for residual collection shall be screened by landscaping or architectural
features in such a manner so as. not to be visrble from a public street.

5. Any hazardous materials, inadvertently collected with green waste, will be separated and
disposed of as required by the Riverside County Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) . The
operator chalt provide adequate supervision to insure proper operation of the facility in .
compliance with all applicable laws, regulations, permit conditions . ' and 'other-
requirements. The LEA and fire authority-shall be kept advised of the names, addrrses
and telephone numbers of the operator and/or supervisor.

1995 Market Street • Rivenide, CA 92501 .1719 • (909) 2751370 • FAX (909) 2754374

2. The project shall be constructed and operated to serve primarily as a regional facility
which is available to all commercial and institutional solid waste haulers within the
wasteshed of Riverside County and its cities . Riverside County and its cities shall not be
precluded from using this facility due to the import of out-of-County materials .



6. Notwithstanding the above conditions, the owner/operator of CUP No . 3171 shall b,&TP
responsible for the final cleanup .of the site. Any remaining waste stored on the site
must be removed and properly disposed of prior to the expiration of the CUP or closure
of the project.

Please contact Kathy Gifford at (909) 275-4387 or Lesley i;'Irirts at (909) 275-4375 if you '
have any questions or if we can be of further assistance .

	

,r

Peter Gardner
File

ref. omcond.let

Sincerely,

t fe.tma~

.

	

tj
hael Schier, Planning Manager

KG:kg
cc:

	

Gary Anderson, Waste Management
Lesley I	 ikins, Waste Management
O.M. Scott and Sons Company



31 *THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

ROBERT A. NELSON .
Director

ttB*ITTAL TO TB= SOLID WASTE ADVISORS COUNCIL
COME OF RIVZiiSIDS, . MATZ OF CALL ORNIA

FIOMt Waste Nanagssant Dept .

	

SUBMITTAL DAM April 15, L993

SOB.T*CTt O .X. Scott E Boni Composting Facility
Conditional Use Permit No . 3171

RICOJi MOTION: The Solid Waste Management . Advisory Council
(Countywide Task Toros), having reviewed Conditional Use Permit No.
3171 for the O .M . Scotts sons Composting Facility, recommends that
the project be approved and that the following conditions of
approval be incorporated into any approval considered by the
Riverside County Board of Supervisors:

1. The project shall comply with. the requirements of the
California Integrated Waster Management Board and the Riverside
County LOCal . Znforceaent Agency fora. Solid'Waste Facility
Permit and approved Report of Composting Site Information.

2. The project shall. be constructed and operated to serve
primarily as a. regional. facility which is available to all
private and commercial solid waste haulers within the-
wasteshed of Riverside County and. its cities.

	

(Cant .).

MINUTES' OF TEZ SOLID WASTE : ADVISORY COUNCIL.

Oa motion of

	

, seconded by
and duly carried by unanimous votes . IT WAS: ORDERED that, the- above
setter is. approved as recommended.

Ayes'

	

Trances•Trovino
:erAo s

	

Stenographer
Ahoent:
Dotes
wc :

	

.

AGENDA

-22-

. 1995 Matt= Stmmt • Rlw>rd .. CA 92501.1719 • (909) 2751370 • FAX (909) 2751374

alias' 1'
Director..
Aobsrta .

.28/



O.X. Scott a Sous Composting facility -
Conditional Use Permit No . 3171
April 1S, 1993
Page 2

3 .4 The operator shall . keep accurate records and inform the
Director of the Waste !Management Department on a quarterly
basis (or more frequently, if directed) regarding the amount
of material received by tonnage, the source of matarial, the
amount of residuals disposed, and the location of residual
disposal.

4 . . Notwithstanding the above conditions, the owner/operator of
Conditional Use Permit mo . 3171 shall be responsible for the
final cleanup of- the site . Any ramaaininq waste stored on the
site must be removed. and properly disposed of, prior to the
expiration of the conditional use permit.

JCQTInICATt , The Riverside County Board of Supervisors, through
its action on January 3 . 1989, requires the Solid Waste Advisory
Council to advise the Riverside County Board of Supervisors,
Planning Commission, Planning Department, and the Waste Management
Department on all substantive waste management issues and solid
waste facility land use matters . The O.K . Scott s Sons Composting.
racility, which will serve as a regional facility, is considered.
a significant waste management project.

LLift



n«duriment 0
State of California

MEMORANDUM

To :

	

David Otsubo
Permits Branch, South

From :	 	 C?,% 2
Traci R . Per
Office of Local Assistance
CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

Subject : REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED PERMIT FOR FACILITY NO.
33-AA-0243 FOR CONFORMANCE WITH AB 2296

The proposed project involves a new permit for the O .M . Scott and
Sons/Riverside Regional Composting Facility . The proposed
facility will be located in the northwest portion of the
unincorporated area of Riverside County.

The facility is owned and operated by O .M . Scotts and Sons
Company . The facility will have a maximum permitted tonnage of
874 tons per day . Although the facility has only one formal
contract with the City of Los Angeles for 300 tons per day ; the
facility will be accessible to the entire County of Riverside.

110

	

The facility will accept yard waste only and will only accept
material delivered by municipal or commercial haulers . The
facility will not be opened to the public . The yard waste will
be used for compost or mulch for use in the manufacturing of the
company's lawn care products.

Based upon the review of the submitted documents, the proposed
new permit for the O .M . Scotts and Sons/Riverside Regional
Composting Facility conforms with AB 2296 as follows:

1. The permit is consistent with the waste diversion
requirements (PRC 44009).

2. The facility is in conformance with the CoSWMP (PRC 50000).

3. The facility is consistent with the General Plan
(PRC 50000 .5).

PRC 44009 :	 WASTE DIVERSION REOUIREMENTS

Board staff have reviewed the proposed O .M . Scotts and
Sons/Riverside Regional Composting Facility Solid Waste
Facilities Permit,'and Report of Disposal Site Information and
Engineering Report . Based on this review staff have determined
the proposed new permit would not prevent nor impair the
achievement of the waste diversion requirements of AB 939.

California Environmental
Protection Agency

Date : February 2, 1994

83



33-AA-0243
Page 2

PRC 50000 :	 CONFORMANCE WITH THE CoSWMP

The Riverside County Solid Waste Management Advisory Council/AB
939 Countywide Local Task Force granted a finding of conformance
at the May 20, 1993 meeting.

PRC 50000 .5 :	 CONSISTENCE WITH THE GENERAL PLAN

The Riverside County Planning Department granted a Conditional
Use Permit (CUP) No . 3171 for the facility on September 14, 1993.
The CUP states the facility is consistent with the County's
Comprehensive . GeneralPlan and the surrounding land use is
compatible with the facility operations .

S
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Attachment 6

California Integrated Waste Management Board

Permit Decision No . 94-07

February 24, 1994

WHEREAS, the O .M . Scott & Sons Company of Marysville, Ohio
applied for the establishment of a regional composting facility
in the County of Riverside ; and

WHEREAS, the Riverside County Planning Department, the lead
agency for CEQA review, prepared a Negative Declaration for the
proposed project and Board staff reviewed the Negative
Declaration and provided comments to the County Planning
Department on July 23, 1993 ; and the proposed project will not
have a significant effect on the environment ; and mitigation
measures were incorporated into the approval of the proposed
project ; and lead agency did not adopt a Statement of Overriding
Considerations ; and the County of Riverside filed a Notice of
Determination with the County Clerk on November 19, 1993 ; and

410

		

WHEREAS, the Riverside County Local Solid Waste Management
Enforcement Agency, acting as the Local Enforcement Agency, has
submitted to the Board for its review and concurrence in, or
objection to a new Solid Waste Facilities Permit for the Scotts
Riverside County Regional Composting Facility ; and

WHEREAS, the project description in the CEQA document is
consistent with the proposed permit ; and

WHEREAS, Board staff has evaluated the proposed permit and
supporting documentation for consistency with the standards
adopted by the Board ; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that all state and local
requirements for this proposed permit have been met, including
consistency with Board standards, conformance with the County
Solid Waste Management Plan, consistency with the General Plan,
and compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California
Integrated Waste Management Board concurs in the issuance of
Solid Waste Facilities Permit No . 33-AA-0243 .

.Z8S



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true, and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held February 24, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM (g

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Implementation of the Solid Waste
Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program -AB 2136

COMMITTEE ACTION:

At the time this item went to print the Permitting and
Enforcement Committee had not met yet.

BACKGROUND:

AB 2136 (Chapter 655, Statutes of 1993) creates a new program
within the California integrated Waste Management Board,
beginning January 1, 1994 . This Solid Waste Disposal and
Codisposal Site Cleanup Program (AB 2136) requires the Board to
initiate a cleanup program for solid waste disposal and
codisposal sites . AB 2136 targets sites where either the
responsible party (RP) 'cannot be identified or where the
responsible party is unable or unwilling to pay for timely
remediation.

The program received first-year startup funding of $8 million on
January 1, 1994 and, beginning July 1, 1994, will receive $5
million annually with an aggregate cap in the newly created Solid
Waste Disposal Site Cleanup Trust Fund (Trust Fund) not to exceed
$30 million . Funds for this program will be deposited in the
Trust Fund, are continuously appropriated to the Board, and can
only be used for the purposes of the program . Any cost
recoveries will be redeposited in the Fund to be used for site
cleanups.

To qualify for funding, the sites must have no responsible party
or the responsible party must be unable or unwilling to pay for
cleanup, and the site must pose a threat to the public health and
safety or the environment . Under the program the Board can
finance, through loans, grants, and direct expenditures, a wide
range of cleanup projects . The Board may expend funds for cleanup
or emergency actions, provide loans to responsible parties who
demonstrate the ability to repay state funds, or provide matching
grants to local governments to assist in site cleanup(s) . In
addition, the Board may expend or provide grants to the Local
Enforcement Agencies (LEA) for the cleanup of illegal disposal
sites . The local enforcement agency must provide ongoing
enforcement to prevent recurring use of illegal disposal sites.

Program implementation will be coordinated with the Local•
Enforcement Agencies, Regional Water Quality Control Boards
(RWQCB), and other appropriate agencies or Departments.

S
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AB 2136 Program

	

Agenda Item 98

	

•
Page 2

	

Date 2/9/94

PRIORITIZATION OF SITES:

AB 2136 requires the Board to prioritize sites for cleanup . To
accomplish this task the Board will collectively consider the
degree of risk posed to the public health and safety and the
environment by conditions at the site, the solvency of the owner
of the site, the ability of the Board to adequately cleanup the
site while maximizing the use of available funds, and other
factors determined to be needed by the Board . The Board will use
the Solid Waste Ranking System (SWRS) in determining the level of
public and environmental health and safety.

ANALYSIS:

There are four qualifying funding criteria : 1) where the
responsible party is unable to fund cleanup ; 2) where the
responsible party is unwilling to fund the cleanup ; 3) where the
responsible party cannot be identified, and ; 4) if the site is an
illegal disposal site . See flow chart attached.

Where the RP is unable to fund cleanup, the Board may provide
loans to the RP or local governments who demonstrate the ability
to repay the loan . The Board may provide matching grants to
local governments or the Board may undertake cleanup directly.

If the RP is unwilling or cannot be identified the Board will
direct the cleanup using Board contractors and will, whenever
feasible, attempt to recuperate expenses/costs for the cleanup
activities.

The last pathway for cleanup is for illegal disposal sites . The
Board may perform direct cleanup or provide a full grant to the
LEA for abatement . This option is intended to address smaller
nuisance dumping sites where one-time funding for cleanup can
provide assistance to an LEA's enforcement efforts targeting
illegal dumping sites.

Program guidelines for matching grants, full grants to LEAs and
loans are provided as Attachments 3, 4, and 5.

PROGRAM STRUCTURE

The Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program will
be implemented by the Corrective Action Section in the Closure
and Remediation Branch of the Permitting and Enforcement
Division .

'0
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• AB 2136 Program

	

Agenda Item 18
Page 3

	

Date 2/9/94

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

I .	 GRANTS AND LOANS:

Staff recommends the allocation of $2,500,000 for grants and
loans for FY 93/94 and $5,000,000 for FY 94/95 . In either fiscal
year if eligible grant and loan requests do not total the
allocations, the funds will be directed into funds for direct
cleanup by the Board.

LOANS

AB 2136 authorizes the Board to provide loans to responsible
parties who demonstrate the ability to repay state funds . Staff
recommends that the loan rate be based on State of California
General Obligation Bonds sold prior to the date the loan is
approved . As of January, 1994, the rate was 4 .8%.
The maximum time allowed to repay the loan shall not exceed 20
years . Applicants will be required to submit financial
documentation of their ability to repay the money . The Board may
chose to place a lien on the borrower's property or require
collateral of the . borrower to assure repayment of the loan.

MATCHING GRANTS TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TO ASSIST IN SITE CLEANUPS

AB 2136 provides for matching grants to local governments to
assist in site cleanups . The matching ratio for funding is
proposed to be 50% - 50% . The intent of the law is for the
grantee to provide a fair share of the cost of remediation . This
part of the program is intended to provide help to local
governments who are unable to fund a .full cleanup but have made a
good faith effort to raise the necessary funds through such
mechanisms, such as increased tipping fees or increased parcel
fees.

GRANTS TO LEAS FOR CLEANUP OF ILLEGAL DISPOSAL SITES

AB 2136 authorizes the Board to provide grants to certified local
enforcement agencies to remediate illegal disposal sites (see
definitions) within the LEAs jurisdiction . LEAs can submit
projects for grant funding .

	

The Board will evaluate and
prioritize these projects based on environmental risk, and work
with the LEAs to achieve the cleanup . The LEA must provide proof
of continuing enforcement to prevent reoccurrence of the
problem .

~s9



AB 2136 Program

	

Agenda Item 1 $ •
Page 4

	

Date 2/9/94

II .	 DIRECT CLEANUP BY THE INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD:

AB 2136 authorizes direct cleanup by the Board . Sites with
environmental problems range in scope from quick cleanups to
major remediations involving problems from illegal dumping,
landfill gas, leachate, soil erosion, settlement of covers, etc.
The administrative mechanism for the Board to achieve
cleanup/remediation is through contracts.

Staff recommends $5,500,000 for Board contracts from FY 93/94
funds . These contracts would have a two year term (which could
be extended to a third year) . Following are the types of
contracts proposed for direct cleanups:

1 . Quick Cleanup Contracts

Northern California $1,000,000

Southern California $1,500,000

These two contracts will be for "smaller" cleanups . Contractors
will be required to have knowledge of health and safety issues
and requirements associated with cleanup projects . They will be
required to have the staff and equipment to take environmental
samples, remove the waste, and haul the waste to the proper
disposal site.

2.

	

Large Remediation Contract

	

$2,000,000

This contract will be for construction aspects of site
remediation and large cleanups . The contract will be for
removing waste, installing gas collection systems, installing
leachate collection systems, installing flare stations,
extinguishing underground landfill fires, installing drainage
systems, installing ground water monitoring wells, installing
landfill gas monitoring probes, installing final covers on
landfills, including flexible membrane and geosynthetic clay
liners, as well as clay cap construction.

3.

	

Engineering and Environmental Services Contract

	

$1,000,000

This contract will be a support contract to the Board . This
contract will be for field assessments, including sampling of
soil, air and water, engineering services to design gas systems,
flare stations, drainage systems, leachate systems, cover such as
flexible membrane liners and clay caps ; engineering support for
the quick cleanup contractors ; and construction management
support for the remediation contractor (both mentioned above) .

aqo



• AB 2136 Program
Page 5

Agenda Item 18
Date 2/9/94

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Funding Chart for the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal
Site Cleanup Program.

2. Definitions for the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site
Cleanup Program.

3. Loan Guidelines for Responsible Parties
4. Grant Guidelines for Local Government
5. Full Grant Guidelines for the Local Enforcement Agencies
6. Resolution of Approval of the Implementation of the Solid

Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program.

Prepared by :	 T d Thalhamer,JSry Oberhelman, Diane Nordstrom,
Marge Roue	 Phone : 255-2347
Approved

	

Douglas Okumura	 Phone : 255-2431

=2-9/



ATTACHMENT #2
February 7, 1994

DRAFT
AB 2136 PROGRAM DEFINITIONS

FUNDING CRITERIA

1 . Responsible Party is Unable to Pav

For the purpose of the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program
(AB 2136), "unable" means:

A. The responsible party (RP) has demonstrated they do not have financial ability to pay
for costs of cleanup as determined by independent audit or other accounting or
financial documentation acceptable to the Board, or

B. Board has made a determination that the responsible party does not have the power or
authority to perform required cleanup.

NOTE: Before funds are granted under this criteria the RP must show, they have made a
good faith effort in order to raise the necessary funds for cleanup (e .g. raise tipping fees
above the states average or assess parcel fees).

2. Responsible Party is Unwilling to Pay

For the purpose of the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program
(AB 2136), "unwilling" applies to RPs with financial ability who have either:

A. Been issued an order to cleanup under Public Resources Code, Div . 30, Part 5,
"Enforcement" where such cleanup is needed to protect public health and safety or
the environment and the responsible party has refused to comply with the order of
the Board, or

B. Been issued an enforcement or cleanup order by the Local Enforcement Agency
(LEA) or a Regional Water Quality Control Board and has refused to comply with
that order, or

C. As determined by the Board.

3 . Responsible Party Cannot be Identified

Through records searches and investigations no RP identification can be made.

1
s
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ATTACHMENT #2

	

•

	

4. Illegal Disposal Site

For the purposes of the Solid Waste Disposal and Codisposal Site Cleanup Program
(AB 2136), an "illegal disposal site" is a site:

1) where the unauthorized discharge of solid waste (e .g. by the roadside or on vacant
property, etc.) has created a nuisance, and

2) which has never been permitted or intended to be permitted as a landfill.

GENERAL DEFINITIONS FOR THE AB 2136 PROGRAM

Abandoned Site

"Abandoned site" means a site that has ceased accepting waste but is not closed pursuant to
applicable statutes, regulations and local ordinances in effect at that time, and where there is
no responsible party as determined by the Local Enforcement Agency and the Board . (14
CCR 18011)

	

0

	

Closed Site

"Closed Site" means a solid waste disposal site that has ceased accepting waste and has
documentation that closure was conducted in accordance with applicable statues, regulations,
and local ordinances in effect at the time . (14 CCR 18011) A closed site cannot be
considered an illegal disposal site.

Responsible Party

"Responsible party" (RP) means a person who is, or may be, responsible or liable for carrying
out, or paying for the costs of, a removal or remedial action.

Orphan Site

For the purposes of AB 2136 "orphan site" means a site with no reasonably identifiable RP
and which requires remediation to protect public health and safety or the environment.

Repayment

Repayment is equal to the amount expended plus the Board's cost of contract administration
and interest that would have been earned on the expended funds.

•
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DRAFT
GUIDELINES FOR AB 2136 LOAN PROGRAM

ATTACHMENT #3
February 7, 1994

•

Purpose

The purpose of this program is to provide loans for cleanup of solid waste disposal sites and
cleanup of solid waste at codisposal sites where cleanup is needed to protect public health and
safety or the environment . Loans will only be made to responsible parties who demonstrate
the ability to repay the loan plus interest due to the State within the repayment period stated
in the loan agreement.

Funding

The Board may loan up to 100-percent of eligible project costs to responsible parties, not to
exceed maximum loan amounts established by the Board for sites or projects. Projects for
funding must meet eligibility requirements stated in these guidelines.

Eligibility

a) Site Ownership

The applicant must be the owner or co-owner of the site where cleanup is required . If the site
is co-owned, collectively all owners must demonstrate the ability to repay the loan.

b) Project Eligibility

Projects in this program must meet the following eligibility requirements:

1. Justification that cleanup is needed to protect public health and safety or the
environment.

2. Prioritization in a program based on the Board ' s prioritization system, and ranked
high enough to be eligible for available current program year funds:

3. Eligible projects

a. Waste removal and proper disposal ; fencing or barriers; signage; grading and cover;
slope and foundation stability ; slope protection and erosion control ; drainage systems; gas and
leachate control and monitoring systems ; extinguishing underground landfill fires ; and other
projects deemed eligible by the Board .

1
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ATTACHMENT #3
February 7, 1994

b. Preparation of plans and specifications for projects meeting all eligibility
requirements of these guidelines . This type of loan is limited to 8-percent of eligible estimated
construction and testing costs . Loan funds may be used only to pay for architect-engineer
contract services.

4. Ineligible projects :

	

Cleanup of groundwater; operation and maintenance of
leachate, surface water, or vadose zone monitoring systems ; improvements to property for
postclosure land uses ; closure or postclosure maintenance plans; postclosure maintenance
services; and other projects deemed ineligible by the Board.

5. Demonstration of engineering feasibility by a detailed Scope of Work and Cost
Estimate prepared by aqualified engineering consultant acceptable to the Board . It must be
clearly shown that the project can be designed and constructed to remove the threat to public
health and safety or the environment using accepted engineering principles and concepts.

6. The applicant must comply with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA).

c) Financial Ability.

The applicant must identify the source of funds to pay for costs not eligible for the loan
program, and certify the ability to repay the loan . Financial ability will be verified by
independent audit or other accounting/financial documentation• acceptable to the Board . The
Board may chose to place a lien on the borrower's property or require other collateral of the
borrower to assure repayment of the loan.

d) Eligible Project Costs

Cleanup (construction) costs ; field and laboratory testing during construction; and design and
construction management costs, not to exceed 12-percent of construction and testing costs.

Loan Servicing and Restrictions

a) Repayment

1 . Loans made pursuant to these guidelines, except loans made for the purpose of
preparing engineering plans and specifications, shall be repayable over a period not to exceed
twenty (20) years . Payments shall be made on an annual basis commencing one (1) year from
the date of the loan . Annual repayments will consist of a minimum of one-twentieth (1/20) of
the total loan principal amount, together with all interest due as of the date of the payment.
Interest will be computed on a daily basis .

2
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ATTACHMENT #3

2. Loans made for preparation of engineering plans and specifications shall be
repayable over a period not to exceed four (4) years . Payments shall be made on an annual
basis commencing one (1) year from the date of the loan . -Annual repayments will consist of a
minimum of one-fourth (1/4) of the total loan principal amount, together with all interest due
as of the date of the payment . Interest will be computed on a daily basis . The applicant may
apply for a separate construction loan, but must again meet all eligibility requirements of
these guidelines.

3. The borrower may make repayment, either in full or in part, in advance of any due
date, provided that when any such advance payment is made, the interest due as of the date of
such payment shall be included.

b) Interest Rate

The intererst rate is fixed annually and the current rate is 4.5%. The loan rate is currently
based on the Surplus Money Investment Fund (SMIF) . The basis for interest rates is subject
to change by the Board.

c) Separate Account

A separate cleanup account shall be established by the borrower into which all loan amounts
received shall be deposited. Expenditures from the account shall be made only for eligible
project costs as defined in these guidelines . The Board may request records of project
expenditures and shall be allowed access to all such records during the duration of the loan.
All other funds in the account will be held in trust for repayment of the loan and interest due
until such time as the loan shall have been paid in full .

S
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ATTACHMENT #4
February 7, 1994

DRAFT
GUIDELINES FOR AB 2136 LOCAL GOVERNMENT GRANT PROGRAM

Purpose

The purpose of this grant program is to provide matching grants to local governments who
own or operate sites where cleanup is needed to protect public health or safety and the
environment, and who can demonstrate financial need.

Funding

The California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) may fund up to 50-percent of
eligible project costs and the Grantees will provide 50-percent or more, depending on match
by the Board, of eligible project costs.

Eligibility

a) Ownership
Only sites owned by public agencies are eligible for participation in this program.

•

	

b) Projects
1) Eligible projects must provide justification that cleanup is needed to protect public

health and safety or the environment.
2) All eligible projects will be evaluated and ranked using the Board's Solid Waste

Ranking System to determine which sites are a higher priority.
3) Eligible projects: waste removal and proper disposal ; fencing and barriers ; signage;

remedial activities related to existing landfill grading and cover ; slope and foundation
stability; slope protection and erosion control ; drainage systems; installation of gas
monitoring and control systems ; leachate control systems ; installation of groundwater
monitoring wells directly associated with project corrective actions ; underground
landfill fires ; and other projects deemed eligible by the Board.

4) Ineligible projects: cleanup of groundwater ; operation and maintenance of monitoring
systems after project completion ; preparation of closure or postclosure maintenance
plans; routine closure activities ; postclosure maintenance activities; and other projects
deemed ineligible by the Board.

c) Project Costs
Eligible project costs include the following: costs of construction, hauling and disposal of
waste, field and laboratory testing; costs of design and construction management services
not to exceed 12-percent of eligible construction, hauling and disposal, and testing costs.
Legal, general administration, environmental reviews and associated costs are ineligible.

1
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d) Financial Ability
Matching grants will only be given to those public agencies that can demonstrate
financial ability to pay for their portion of the match and costs for any ineligible costs of
the project. This will be determined through an independent audit or other
accounting/financial statements or certification acceptable to Board staff.

Procedure

The procedure for awarding a matching grant of State funds for projects that meet the
eligibility requirements, and for which an application has been received by the Board is as
follows:

a) Applications
Applications for participation in the program will be submitted to the Board on a form
provided by the Board . The following documentation will accompany each application for
funding:
1) Site Assessment

The applicant must submit documentation of an environmental or public health threat
for a site . This may include the Board's Site Assessment form, formal closure plans,
air or water Solid Waste Assessment Test (SWAT) reports, or environmental
assessment reports (prepared by a registered civil engineer or certified engineering
geologist).

2) Local Approval
Documentation of approval from the governing board or council, either resolution or
minute order, authorizing the applications and certifying:

• that matching funds are available to meet the required local share of the project
costs in the fiscal year for which the application is made, and

• that the site receiving funds meets eligibility requirements.
5) Environmental Compliance:

Documentation showing that the project is in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

6) Scope of Work
Documentation showing the proposed scope of work, cost estimates for the project,
and a design and construction schedule.

b) Board Review
Board staff will review each application to determine the following:
1) The project and applicant eligibility.
2) The project priority using the Solid Waste Ranking System.
3) The amount of funds eligible for allocation.

c) Grant Agreement
Board staff will make an allocation offer and state conditions for a Grant Agreement.

2
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Upon acceptance the allocation and conditions by the applicant, the Grant Agreement . will
be sent to the applicant for signature. After return from the applicant, the Board Budget
Officer certifies availability of funds on the Grant Agreement and forwards to the Board's
designated authority for final approval . A signed copy of the completed Grant Agreement
is returned to the Grantee.

d) Project Design
1) The Grantee will proceed with the procurement of a consultant for the project design.

Grantees must follow applicable local and State laws in procuring consultant services
and must take reasonable measures to ensure that these services are obtained from
qualified firms at a reasonable price.

2) The project design will be submitted in accordance with the approved schedule ..
3) 'Board staff will review the project at 35 and 90 percent of completion and approve the

final design.

e) Construction Contract
The selection process for the construction contract is as follows:
1) The Grantee will advertise for a construction contract.
2) The construction contract will be awarded to the lowest bidder as approved by the

Grantee and Board staff.
3) The construction manager must be approved by Board staff.

f) Construction
1) Board staff will conduct field management reviews to determine the progress of a

project and verify compliance with the technical and administrative requirements of the
contract and the Grant Agreement . Board staff will make a final inspection and.
acceptance following project completion.

2) Changes to the construction contract (time or amount) must be approved by Board
staff prior to the work to receive consideration under the Grant Agreement . Major
changes in the scope of work will normally not be approved for cleanup projects.

Grant Payments
Grant payments will be paid upon receipt of a payment request that is properly executed
and sufficiently documented . It is the policy of the Board to process payment requests on
a monthly basis. Costs must be incurred before payments can be requested . Ten-percent
of the requested amount will be withheld until the project is completed and accepted.
Progress payments will be divided into two categories:

1) Periodic progress payments will be disbursed for work completed on specific tasks
within the schedule, as contained in the construction contract.

2) If it is not possible or practical to divide the project into tasks, a certified statement
must be submitted showing the percentage of completion of the work.

3
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h) Non-transfer of Funds
Payments made under these guidelines are not transferable . Grant funds will only be
expended for the scope of work approved by the Board.

i) Record Keeping Requirements
Grantees shall maintain separate project accounts in accordance with accepted government
accounting standards . The records must include:
1) A separate account for construction of the project.
2) Accurate, current, and complete accounting of all financial transactions on the project.
3) Records, together with supporting documents showing the source and expenditure of

all project funds, including those portions not covered by the grant.
4) Records showing control and accountability for all project funds, property, and other

assets including assurance that all funds are used solely for their authorized purposes.
5) Procedures to ensure prompt disbursements once the payment is received.
6) Procedures to determine and segregate allowable costs.
7) Procedures to separate expenses into cost classifications for grant determinations and

disbursements.
8) The project may also be audited at any time at the discretion of the Board . All

records are to be available for inspection by Board staff . Project records must be
retained for a minimum of three years after Board staff formally notifies the Grantee
that the project is completed.

j ) Reversion of Encumbered Funds
Any funds not committed or expended within 12 months of encumbrance or by the
approved project end date (whichever is later) shall be disencumbered . The agency
receiving funds has 90 days after project end date to submit a bill . Disencumbered funds
will be available for other projects .

•
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ATTACHMENT #5
February 7, 1994

DRAFT
GUIDELINES FOR AB 2136 LEA GRANT PROGRAM

Purpose

The purpose of this grant program is to provide funding to local enforcement agencies (LEAs)
certified by the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) for the abatement of
illegal disposal sites where cleanup is needed to protect public health and safety or the
environment.

Funding

The Board may fund up to 100-percent of eligible project costs.

Eligibility

a) Grantees
Only public agencies that are certified by the Board as Local Enforcement
Agencies (LEAs) are eligible for participation in this program.

b) Projects
Eligible projects must provide justification that cleanup is needed to protect public health
and safety or the environment.

c) Project Costs
Eligible project costs include the following: costs of cleanup, hauling and disposal of
waste, field and laboratory testing; costs of management services not to exceed 12-
percent of eligible cleanup, hauling and disposal and testing costs . . Legal, general
administration and environmental review costs are ineligible.

Procedure

The procedure for awarding a grant of State funds to certified local enforcement agencies
is as follows:

a)

	

Applications
Applications for participation in the program will be submitted to the Board on a form
provided by the Board . The following documentation will accompany each application
for funding :

1

301



ATTACHMENT #5 •

1) Local Approval
Documentation of approval from the governing board or council, either resolution
or minute order, authorizing the applications and certifying that the site receiving
funds meets the eligibility requirements.

2) Environmental Compliance
Documentation showing that the project is in compliance with the requirements of
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

3) Scope of Work
Documentation showing the proposed scope of work, cost estimates for the project,
and design and construction schedule.

b) Board Review
Board staff will review each application to determine the following:
1) The project and applicant eligibility.
2) The amount of funds eligible for allocation.

c) Grant Agreement
Board staff will make an allocation offer and state conditions for a Grant Agreement.
Upon acceptance of the allocation and conditions by the LEA, the Grant Agreement will
be sent to the LEA for signature and return . After return from the LEA, the Board
Budget Officer certifies availability of funds on the Grant Agreement and forwards it to
the Board's designated authority for final approval . A signed copy of the completed
Grant Agreement is returned to the LEA.

d) Project Design
1) The local enforcement agency will proceed with the procurement of a consultant

for the cleanup project. LEAs must follow applicable local and State laws in
procuring consultant services and must take reasonable measures to ensure that
these services are obtained from qualified firms at a reasonable price.

2) The contract documents will be submitted to Board staff for review and comment.
Final contract documents will be submitted to Board staff for approval prior to
advertisement.

e) Cleanup Contract
The selection process for the construction contract is as follows:
1) The LEA will advertise for a cleanup contractor.
2) The cleanup contract will be awarded to the lowest bidder as approved by the LEA

and the Board .

2
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Construction
Board staff will conduct field management reviews to verify compliance with technical
and administrative requirements of the contract and Grant Agreement and confirm that
the work is completed according to the project schedule . Major changes in scope of
work will normally not be approved for cleanup projects . Board staff will make a final
inspection and acceptance following project completion.

Grant Payments
Grant payments will be paid upon receipt of a payment request that is properly executed
and sufficiently documented . It is the policy of the Board to process payment requests
on a monthly basis . Costs must be incurred before payments can be requested . Ten-
percent of the requested amount will be withheld until the project is completed and
accepted. Payments will be made in accordance with the project schedule which is
developed by the local enforcement agency and approved by the Board . Progress
payments will be divided into two categories:
1) Periodic progress payments will be disbursed for work completed on specific tasks

within the schedule, as contained iri the Grant Agreement, or
2) If it is not possible or practical to divide the project into tasks, a certified statement

must be submitted showing the percentage of work completed which will be
verified by Board staff.

h) Non-transfer of Funds
No payments made under these guidelines are transferable . Grant funds shall only be
expended for scope of work approved by the Board.

i) Record Keeping Requirements
Local enforcement agencies shall maintain separate project accounts in accordance with
accepted government accounting standards . The records must include:
1) A separate account for construction of the project.
2) Accurate, current, and complete accounting of all financial transactions on the

project.
3) Records, together with supporting documents showing the source and expenditure

of all project funds, including those portions not covered by the grant.
4) Records showing control and accountability for all project funds, property, and

other assets including assurance that all funds are used solely for their authorized
purposes.

5) Procedures to ensure prompt disbursements once the payment is received.
6) Procedures to determine and segregate allowable costs.
7) Procedures to separate expenses into cost classifications for grant determinations

and disbursements.

3
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8) The project may also be audited at any time at the discretion of the Board. Project
records must be retained for a minimum of three years after the Board formally
notifies the LEA that the project is completed.

j)

	

Follow-up Enforcement
Local enforcement agencies must commit to providing continuing enforcement to
prevent reoccurrence of the nuisance dumping problems.

k) Reversion of Encumbered Funds
Any funds not committed or expended within 12 months of encumbrance or by the
approved project end date (whichever is later) shall be disencumbered . The agency
receiving funds has 90 days after project end date to submit a bill . Disencumbered
funds will be available for other projects .

4
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-

FOR CONSIDERATION OF IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL
AND CODISPOSAL SITE CLEANUP PROGRAM - AB 2136

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 48020 et seq.
provide for implementation of the Solid Waste Disposal and
Codisposal Site Cleanup Program ; and

"WHEREAS, the Board has provided guidelines for this new program
to ' cleanup sites through matching grants to local governments,
loans to responsible parties and local governments, grants to
Local Enforcement Agencies for cleanup of illegal disposal sites,
and by direct cleanup by Board contracts,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board approves the
program and directs staff to implement the program as outlined in
this agenda item, and to encumber the funding as directed by the
Board .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on February 24, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT . BOARD
February 24, 1994

AGENDA ITEM 20

ITEM :

		

CONSIDERATION OF STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PROPOSALS TO
CHANGE THE LEGISLATIVELY-MANDATED REPORTING
REQUIREMENTS.

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Legislation and Public Affairs Committee heard this item on
January 11, 1994 . The Committee approved, in concept, the staff
proposal to consolidate its ongoing annual reporting requirements
into a series of eight progress reports which would be submitted
to the Governor and Legislature on an annual basis.

BACKGROUND:

The California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) is
responsible for the preparation of approximately 30 reports,
through the period ending March 31, 1994, which are specifically
mandated by statute . Of the 30 reports, 19 are identified as
ongoing annual reporting requirements . For the period of April
1, 1994 through March 31, 1995, an additional 12 reports are
required to be submitted to the Governor and Legislature (in
addition to the 19 ongoing reporting requirements) .

	

The purpose
of this item is to consider a staff proposal to streamline the
Board's existing reporting requirements.

DISCUSSION:

Since January 1, 1993, the Board has prepared and adopted six
mandated reports in addition to a significant number of specific
reports which are required to be included in the Annual Report.
Those six separately filed reports include : Procurement Study
(AB 4, Eastin) ; Study on Use of Recycled Plastics (SB 1322,
Bergeson) ; Metallic Discards Management Plan (AB 1760, Eastin);
CIWMB/SWRCB Joint Report (AB 3348, Eastin) ; Market Development
Plan (AB 939, Sher) ; and, the Waste Prevention Plan (AB 1515,
Sher).

An additional nineteen reports are included within the Board's
annual reports . Much of the information for these ongoing
requirements contained in the annual report has been reduced in
scope in order to keep the Annual Report at a manageable size.
The annual report is not always timed appropriately for these
reports to be completed and has not always provided information

All to the degree of specificity that certain members of the
Legislature have requested .
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Staff will be presenting recommendations which will propose to
consolidate . the existing ongoing reporting requirements into a
series of eight progress reports . Attached is a listing of the
Board's legislatively mandated reports.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

Based upon input and comments received, approve a proposal to
consolidate existing reporting requirements which will be
incorporated into proposed legislation for enactment during the
1994 Legislative Session.

Attachment

Prepared By :	 Caren Troovcich t (

	

Phone : 255-2207
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ITEM :

	

Consideration of Staff Recommendations on the Adequacy
of the Placer County Source Reduction and Recycling
Element

COMMITTEE ACTION:

On February 9, 1994 the Local Assistance and Planning Committee
voted for approval of the Source Reduction and Recycling Element
for the unincorporated area of Placer County . The Committee
recommended that this item be placed on the consent agenda at the
February 23, 1994 meeting.

BACKGROUND:

Public Resources Code (PRC) 41791 .5, as added by Assembly Bill
440,' requires each city, county, and regional agency to submit
its Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) and Nondisposal
Facility Element (NDFE) to the Board for approval on or before

110

	

April 30, 1994, August 31, 1994, or December 31, 1994, depending
upon a jurisdiction's remaining solid waste disposal capacity.

According to PRC Sections 41800 and 41802, the Board is required
to review and determine the adequacy of a SRRE within 120 days
from the time it receives the final element . The Board must
either approve or disapprove the element at a public hearing,
according to PRC Sections 41800 (a), 418 .00(b), and 41802 . If the
Board does not act to approve or disapprove an element submitted
for review within 120 days, the elements shall be deemed
approved.

A final SRRE submitted to the Board . for review must include the
following documentation:

► Proof of notice of public hearings conducted to receive
comment from the public as required by PRC Section 41793 and
Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR) Section
18766;

► A resolution from the jurisdiction's governing body
adopting the element as required by PRC Section 41000 and
Title 14 CCR, Section 18784;

► Proof of compliance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) ;
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► Written comments from the Local Task Force (LTF) as
required by Title 14 CCR, Section 18765.

The Board has 30 days to determine if all documents have been
submitted with the SRRE as required . If any of the documents are
missing, then the Board must notify the County regarding the
missing documentation.

If the Board disapproves the County's SRRE, the Board must issue
a Notice of Deficiency (NOD) to the County as required by PRC
41810 . The Board is required to notify the County within 30 days
of that decision . In this case, the NOD must identify specific
deficiencies in the element and make specific recommendations
about how to correct those deficiencies . Within 120 days of
receipt of an NOD, the County must correct the identified
deficiencies, and readopt and resubmit the element to the Board,
pursuant to PRC Section 41811.

If the SRRE submitted to the Board for final review by a County
includes a 1990 base year claim for the diversion of any excluded
waste type as specified in PRC Section 41781 .2 (i .e ., inerts,
scrap metal, white goods, or agricultural waste), the Board must
notify the County pursuant to PRC Section 41801 .5 within 60 days
from the start of the 120-day timeframe if the Board intends to
exclude these waste types from the County's claim . The Board may
adjust the County's base year diversion claim if there is
insufficient documentation to substantiate the claim.

At its November 17, 1993 the Board adopted the CIWMP Enforcement
Policy that contains the criteria for determining element or plan
adequacy . A SRRE must contain the nine components : A Solid Waste
Generation Study ; and Source Reduction, Recycling, Composting,
Special Waste, Disposal Capacity, Funding, Public Information and
Education, and Integration Components.

With the exception of the Disposal Capacity, Funding, and
Integration Components, the components must include an evaluation
and selection of program alternatives . The Disposal Capacity
Component must adequately address the disposal capacity of the
jurisdiction ; the Funding Component must identify adequate
funding sources for implementing selected programs ; and the
Integration Component must describe how the programs achieve the
25% and 50% mandate and include a master implementation schedule.

ANALYSIS:

Placer County is required to submit its SRRE and NDFE to the
Board on or before August 31, 1994 . Placer County submitted its
final SRRE for the unincorporated portion of the County on
November 1, 1993 . It is the second county in the state to submit
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a SRRE for Board review under the provisions of AB 440 . The SRRE
describes the County's plan to achieve the solid waste disposal
reduction mandates of 25% by 1995 and 50% by the year 2000.
Placer County projects it will reduce disposal by 26 .6% by 1995
and by 60 .4% by 2000.

The 120-day review period allowed for Board review and action on
Placer County's SRRE expires February 28, 1994.

Board staff determined that all of the required supporting
documentation was provided with the SRRE when submitted by Placer
County.

Placer County is claiming diversion for excluded waste types,
scrap metals and white goods, and its base year diversion has
been adjusted from 8 .9% to 8 .3% . Commensurately, the diversion
projections for 1995 and 2000 have been adjusted to 26 .1% and
60 .2%, respectively.

Staff reviewed the Placer County SRRE using the criteria in the
CIWMP Enforcement Policy for determining element adequacy ; staff
comments on the preliminary draft ; and the applicable statutes

410

	

and regulations .

	

-

Staff determined that the SRRE satisfies the criteria contained
in the CIWMP Enforcement Policy . The Final SRRE also adequately
addresses Board staff's comments on the 1992 preliminary draft
Placer County SRRE . The Placer County SRRE also meets the
requirements of applicable statutes and regulations.

Placer County has implemented many diversion programs . The
County is demonstrating a strong commitment to comply with AB 939
through the planning and implementation of these programs,
activities, and facilities as described in the SRRE.

Placer County plans to achieve the 25% and 50% reduction in
disposal by the following programs:

►

	

Source reduction

	

1995

	

5%

	

2000

	

7%

Waste audits, business workshops,
public awareness, procurement policies,
backyard composting;

►

	

Recycling

	

1995 21 .1%

	

2000 31 .2%

Curbside, bar and restaurant,
office paper, OCC collection,
and a MRF ;
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Composting

	

1995

	

0%

	

2000 . 12%

Composting of yard and
wood waste, and mulching
of other organic materials;

►

	

Transformation

	

1995

	

0%

	

2000 10%
Totals

	

26 .1%

	

60 .2%

STAFF COMMENTS:

Existing statute requires the Board to determine whether an
element or plan complies with the pertinent provisions of the
PRC, CCR, and Board policies ; and to approve or disapprove the
documents based on that determination : If a document contains
all of the minimum requirements, and staff make a determination
that the document is adequate, approval is recommended . Based on
the information submitted, Board staff offers the following
Findings and Recommendation.

Findings:

1. The Final SRRE for Unincorporated Placer County met the
requirements for a complete submission by providing all
supporting documentation for the SRRE.

2. The Final SRRE has complied with the California
Environmental Quality Act.

3. The Final SRRE for Unincorporated Placer County meets all
statutory and regulatory requirements.

4. The Final SRRE for Unincorporated Placer County meets the
requirements for SRRE component content as established in
the Board's CIWMP Enforcement Policy.

5. The Final SRRE for Unincorporated Placer County adequately
addressed staff's comments on the County's preliminary draft
SRRE.

6. The Final SRRE for Unincorporated Placer County projected
diversion is 26 .1% for 1995 and 60 .2% for 2000 (adjusted
diversion percentages due to excluded waste types).

Recommendation:

Staff recommends approval of the SRRE for the unincorporated area •
of Placer County .

s,
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ATTACHMENTS:

1. Staff analysis of the Solid Waste Generation Study for
Unincorporated Placer County

2. Resolution of Approval for the SRRE for Unincorporated
Placer County

Prepared by :

	

Catherine Donahue	 Cn7'	 Phone :	 255-2315

Reviewed by :

	

John Nuffer	 ► '	 Phone :	 255-2368

Reviewed by : Lorraine Van Kekerix4h<	 Phone :	 255-2670

Reviewed by :

	

Judith Friedman	 /1.ii,A6an4r-Phone :	 255-2302

Legal Review :	 (//J	 Date/time :	 z/// r3: a. h .

c
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REVIEW COMMENTS FOR THE UNINCORPORATED PLACER
COUNTY SOLID WASTE GENERATION STUDY (SWGS)

Board staff has reviewed the Solid Waste Generation Study (SWGS)
portion of the Unincorporated Placer County Source Reduction and
Recycling Element (SRRE), dated October 1992 . This review was
conducted to determine conformance of the SWGS with Article 6 .1,
Title 14, California Code of Regulations (14 CCR), and with Part
2, Division 30 of the Public Resources Code (PRC).

Staff has also reviewed the appropriate documentation to
determine whether the jurisdiction has complied with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (PRC Sections 21000
et seq), as required by 14 CCR Section 18768.

Board staff finds the following:

1) Base-year Waste Generation Measurement [14 CCR Section 18722
(g) and (i) ; PRC Section 40901]

These sections require each jurisdiction in California to
quantify the amount of solid waste generated in their
jurisdiction during the base-year, and include these amounts in
their initial SWGS . The quantity of solid waste generated is
equal to the sum of the solid waste disposed of, plus the solid
waste diverted by the jurisdiction . PRC Sections 41031 and 41331
indicate that quantification of base-year solid waste generation
will enable the Board to determine the disposal reduction a
jurisdiction must achieve to comply with the diversion mandates
in PRC Section 41780.

Staff has determined that Placer County has complied with the
requirements of these sections.

2) Representative Sampling and Seasonal Variation [14 CCR
Section 18722 (h) and (i) ; and PRC Sections 41030 and 41330]

These sections. require a jurisdiction's waste generation
information be representative of the solid waste generated within
and disposed of by the jurisdiction, and reflect seasonal
variation.

Staff has determined that Placer County has complied with the
requirements of these sections.

3) Sampling Methods [14 CCR Section 18722 (1)]

This section requires a jurisdiction to use one or more specified
sampling methods to characterize its waste generation . A
discussion of which of these methods the jurisdiction used to
characterize its waste is necessary for Board staff to determine

I
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whether the data resulting from the sampling is representative of
the jurisdiction.

Staff has determined that Placer County has complied with the
requirements of this section.

4) Accuracy of Data (PRC Sections 41031 and 41331)

These sections require SWGS data to be as accurate as possible,
to enable the Board to determine whether the jurisdiction has
achieved the diversion mandates of PRC Section 41780.

Staff has determined that Placer County has complied with the
requirements of these sections.

5) Comparable Data [PRC Sections 41030 (b) and 41330 (b) ; 14
CCR Sections 18722 (1) and 18724]

These sections allow a jurisdiction to use comparable data to
characterize the composition of their base-year waste generation.
If comparable data are used, then the jurisdiction must
demonstrate how the jurisdictions were comparable . This
demonstration must be based on similar waste generation factors
such as demographics and economics, or solid waste
characteristics.

Staff has determined' that Placer County has complied with the
requirements of these sections.

6) Normally Disposed of [PRC Section 41781 ; 14 CCR Section
18720 (44)]

These sections required a jurisdiction to demonstrate in the SWGS
that each specific waste type claimed for diversion was normally
disposed in a permitted disposal facility used by the
jurisdiction . The disposal amount of a waste type claimed for
diversion shall be at least .001% of the jurisdiction's total
disposed waste stream . Solid waste does not include hazardous
waste.

Staff has determined that Placer County has complied with the
requirements of these sections.

7) Base-year Disposal, Diversion and Generation Claims [14 CCR
Section 18722 (i)]

This section requires a jurisdiction to identify all significant
sources of solid waste generated by a jurisdiction, identify,all
diversion activities and facilities, and identify all permitted
solid waste transformation and disposal facilities used by the
jurisdiction . A jurisdiction shall substantiate its base-year
diversion claim by identifying the diversion activity/facility
responsible for the diversion .

2
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Staff has determined that Placer County has complied with the
requirements of this section.

8) Base-year Diversion Claims for Specific Waste Types (PRC
Section 41781 .2)

This section requires a jurisdiction claiming base-year diversion
of agricultural wastes, inert solids, scrap metals or white goods
in its base-year solid waste generation amounts to submit
documentation to the Board indicating that the three criteria
listed in part (c) of the same section have been met . This
documentation is required to show (1) a'specific local action
resulted in the diversion ; (2) the historical disposal amounts
for each restricted waste type claimed as diverted are not less
than the claimed diversion amounts ; and (3) the diversion
programs selected in the jurisdiction's SRRE are, or will be,
implemented by the local jurisdiction . Documentation shall be
specific to the specific waste type claimed for base-year
diversion.

Table II-19, of Placer's final SWGS shows 575 .1 tons of scrap
metals and 102 .2 tons of white goods as diverted from disposal.

Staff notified the County of Placer, pursuant to PRC Section
41801 .5, that documentation was needed to substantiate the base-
year diversion claims for scrap metals and white goods . In order
to obtain base-year diversion credit for scrap metal and white

	

~
goods, the County of Placer must submit additional information to
substantiate these diversion claims before Board staff can
recommend to the . Board that the County has met the requirements
of this section . However, the County of Placer will achieve the
diversion mandates of PRC Section 41780 without including
diversion of scrap metals and white goods.

If Staff uses the figures in Table II-19, as the base-year
figures, Staff would recommend that the Board adjust the 1990
base-year diversion rate to 8 .3% . This would reduce the projected
1995 diversion rate from 26 .6% to 26 .2%.

9) California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Compliance (PRC
Sections 21000 et seq, and 14 CCR Section 18768)

Board staff has determined that Placer County has met all
requirements of CEQA for the SRRE.

Analysis by : Tracy Woods (255-2662)
Date : December 29, 1993
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ATTACHMENT # 2

CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-35

FOR CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE SOURCE REDUCTION AND
RECYCLING ELEMENT FOR THE UNINCORPORATED AREA OF PLACER COUNTY

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections 40900 et seq.
describe the requirements to be met by cities and counties when
developing and implementing integrated waste management plans ;.
and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41300 requires that each county shall.
prepare and adopt a SRRE which includes all of the components
specified ; and

WHEREAS, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 18767
requires that jurisdictions ensure their SRRE has complied with
the California Environmental Quality Act and provides a Notice of
Determination from the State Clearinghouse as required ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41001 requires that the County's SRRE
include a program for the management of solid waste generated
within the County, consistent with the waste management hierarchy
provided in PRC Section 40051 ; and

WHEREAS, the County's SRRE shall place emphasis on implementation
of all feasible source reduction, recycling, and composting
programs while identifying the amount of landfill and
transformation capacity that will be needed for solid waste which
cannot be reduced at the source, recycled, or composted ; and

WHEREAS, PRC Section 41780 and its implementing regulations
require that the SRRE show how the County will achieve the
diversion goals of 25% by 1995, and 50% by 2000 ; and

WHEREAS, based on review of the County's SRRE, Board staff found
that all of the foregoing requirements have been satisfied and
the SRRE substantially complies with PRC Section 41000, et seq.
and recommends approval ; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the
Source Reduction and Recycling' Elements for the unincorporated
area of Placer County .



CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted at a meeting of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board held on February 23-24, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 23, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # 2V

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Petition for Reduction in the
Diversion Requirements for the City of Farmersville.

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Local Assistance and Planning Committee discussed the item at
the February 9, 1994 meeting . At this meeting, the Committee
approved the City of Farmersville's request for a reduced
diversion requirement to 12 percent . The Committee recommended
that this item be placed on the consent agenda at the February
23, 1994 Board meeting.

BACKGROUND:

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41780 requires that each city
and county divert 25 percent of its waste from landfills by 1995
and 50 percent by the year 2000 . Source Reduction and Recycling
Elements (SRRE) are prepared by the cities and counties as a
planning guide for meeting the diversion mandates (PRC Section
41000 and 41300) . The SRREs describe the programs which the
jurisdictions will use to achieve 25 percent and 50 percent
diversion . PRC Section 41782 allows the California Integrated
Waste Management Board (Board) to grant reductions in planning
and diversion requirements . Section 18775 of Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations (14 CCR), identifies the
qualifications that a jurisdiction must meet to petition the
Board for a reduction in the requirements.

An incorporated city must have specific characteristics in order
to petition for a reduction . The required characteristics are:

	

1 .

	

a geographic area of less than 3 square miles;
or

a population density of less than 1500 people per
square mile ; and

2.

	

a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards
per day or 60 tons per day.

Requested Reductions

The City of Farmersville is requesting a reduction of the 1995
diversion requirements to 12 percent .
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ANALYSIS:

City Characteristics

The City of Farmersville is located in Tulare County, in the
southeast portion of the San Joaquin Valley . This area is
predominantly flat, but is bounded on the east by the foothills
of the Sierra Nevada mountains . The City is adjacent to the
rural, unincorporated area of Tulare County and the City of
Exeter . Farmersville is primarily a residential community with
no major commercial facilities . The major employer in the City
is the local school district . A small tortilla factory and a
cabinet/door contractor-supplier are the other main employers
within the City. The City of Farmersville has a median household
income of $17,029 and a population of 6,750.

The City of Farmersville meets the criteria to petition the Board
for reduced diversion and/or planning requirements . The City of
Farmersville has an area of 1 .7 square miles, and a waste
generation rate of 18 .4 tons per day.

Solid Waste Collection and Disposal

There are no permitted solid waste disposal facilities in the
City . Most of the solid waste generated in the City is disposed
of at the Woodville Disposal Site, 12 miles south of the City.

Western Waste Industries has an exclusive franchise contract with
the City of Farmersville, through March 2, 1997, for the
collection of solid waste generated in the City . Subscription to
Western Waste Industries service is mandatory and all residential
and commercial customers are billed for the service by the City.

Current Diversion Programs

Currently 170 tons per year, or 2 .5 percent of the City's waste,
is diverted from disposal through source reduction and recycling.
Most of the current diversion is the result of the citizens of
Farmersville using other jurisdictions' programs.

The following table summarizes the diversion activities and
quantities diverted in 1990 .
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Diversion by Material Type
Tons per Year

Material Total Diversion Residential Non
Residential

OCC/Kraft 31 0 .46% 0 31

PET 4 0 .06% 4 0

CRV Glass 30 0 .45% 30 0

Other Glass 10 0 .15% 10 0

Aluminum Cans 47 0 .70% 47 0

Other Aluminum 8 . .0 .12% 0 8

Steel Cans 30 0 .45% 0 30

Rubber/Tires 10 0 .15% 0 10

Totals 170 2 .5% 91 79

Existing Diversion Programs

► California Certified Redemption Centers.

,i

	

►

	

City sponsored tire removal every other year.

► Landfill salvage program (recovered from self-haul loads).

► Reduced tipping fee for clean loads of yard waste.

The initial Solid Waste Generation Study identified 171 tons of
waste material as diverted by these and other programs in 1990;
this represents 2 .5 percent of the waste generated in the City.
This includes 1 ton per year of inert solids, which have been
excluded from the base year waste diversion levels as specified
in PRC 41781 .2 . The exclusion of this 1 ton does not
significantly affect the base year diversion rate of 2 .5 percent
for the City.

Proposed Diversion

The City plans on maintaining existing diversion programs . In
addition, the City plans on implementing new programs to increase
diversion levels to 12 percent . The following programs will be
targeted by the City:

► Pursue the development of a•source separated yard waste
collection and processing program . The yard waste
collection program was identified in and selected from the
original preliminary draft SRRE . The City of Farmersville
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found this program to be the most effective in diverting
large amounts of waste while keeping the fiscal realities
facing the City in mind.

► Promote public education programs associated with the yard
waste program.

► Develop a newspaper collection and drop off program with the
local schools.

► Promote the use of the CA Certified Redemption Center that
serves the City through mailers distributed with utility
bills.

► Utilize the materials from the media kits provided by the
CIWMB, to the extent practical.

► As new markets for materials become available through the
Recycling Market Development Zone, the City will investigate
the feasibility of diverting materials to such facilities.

► The City is also continuing to monitor purchasing decisions
to encourage the purchase of materials and products that are
recycled, that have minimal packaging, are supplied in bulk,
and are reusable ; recyclable and divertable.

Proposed Planning and Diversion Reductions

Reduction in the diversion requirements:
The City of Farmersville requests that the diversion
level required for the short-term planning period
(1991-1995) be reduced from 25 percent to 12 percent.

The City is requesting these reductions for the following
reasons :

a) The cost of implementing additional diversion programs
will be a significant hardship for the City due to the lack
of funding associated with the small size and waste
generation of the City (see table summarizing the current
Solid Waste budget for the City).

b) The City does not have the staff to pursue extensive
diversion programs . The City Manager is solely responsible
for the City's solid waste activities.

c) The City of Farmersville is primarily a residential
community, and has a lack of commercial and industrial
enterprises that could provide waste streams that are easily
and economically targeted for diversion programs .
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Fundinq

The Solid Waste Budget for the City of Farmersville is funded
through monthly billings for service on residential and
commercial solid waste collection accounts, as well as a 5
percent franchise fee . This raises $280,550 annually, which is.
used each year to fund the solid waste budget (see table below).

A reserve of $16,000 and . a fund balance of $3,950 for Fiscal Year
1993/94 exists for the City . of Farmersville . These reserve funds
are designated for future City expenses and AB 939 Program
implementation . However, proposed increases in landfill tipping
fees may deplete this reserve rather than allow it to be used for
program implementation.

The proposed yard waste diversion program is anticipated to cost
between $4 .00 and $5 .00 per household per month . The City
estimates that diversion programs to meet the full 25 percent
diversion goal would add an additional $115,000 to annual
operating costs.

City of Farmersville - Solid Waste Budget
Fiscal Year 1993-94

Revenue $280,550
Refuse User Fees 280,200
Investment Earnings 350

Expenses $276,600
Salary and Benefits 17,000
Department Expense 3,000
Office Supplies 400
Training and Meetings 200

Contract Services : Western Waste Industries 252,000

Insurance 2,500

Computer Expenses 1,500

Reserves(approximate) $16,000

Staff Analysis

City Staff

Responsibility for administering the solid waste activities and
• waste management programs within the City of Farmersville is

placed solely upon the . City Manager . The tasks of bookkeeping
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for billing and collection, delivery and pickup of waste cans for
new and departing residents, and administration and supervision
of franchise contract services are provided by the appropriate
city staff . Duties of the City Manager are summarized below.

City of Farmersville-City Manager

► Responsible for administration of all City departments.

► Acts as a liaison between City Council and department heads.

► Responsible for carrying out City Council directives for all
programs, projects, and activities.

► Serves as personnel, purchasing. and recreation director.

► Serves as the Executive Director for the City's
Redevelopment Agency.

► Responsible for the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989
Compliance activities.

The City of Farmersville believes, based on their low population
and volume of solid waste, limited funding and staff, and lack of
local markets for recyclables that they will be able to reach an
alternative diversion goal of 12 percent for the short term
period ..

Board staff believe that the request for a reduction of the
short-term goal to 12 percent is a reasonable request considering
the demographic and economic characteristics of the City of
Farmersville.

Conclusion

The City of Farmersville qualifies, under the conditions of PRC
Section 41782 and 14 CCR Section 18775, to petition for a
reduction in the diversion requirements . 14 CCR Section 18775
requires the petitioning jurisdiction to provide the following
information in its petition:

1.

	

A general description of existing disposal and
diversion systems, including documentation of the types
and quantities of waste disposed and diverted;

2.

	

Identification of the specific reductions being
requested (i .e ., planning and/or diversion
requirements) ;
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3.	Documentation of why attainment of diversion and
planning requirements . is not feasible ; and

4.

	

The planning and diversion requirements that are
achievable, and why.

Board staff have reviewed the petition from Farmersville and
found that it complies with these requirements . Based on the
information provided in the petition, Board staff believe that
the, diversion reduction requested by Farmersville is justified.

Board staff have worked with the consultant for the City of
Farmersville in the preparation of the petition . The current and
proposed programs outlined in the City's preliminary draft SRRE
and petition demonstrate the City's commitment to meeting the
intent of the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 . The City
of Farmersville has asked for the reduction based on limited
staffing and a lack of funds for implementing diversion programs.
The City has sufficiently demonstrated both of these conditions.

STAFF COMMENTS:

Board staff recommend .that the Board consider the City of
Farmersville's petition for reduction in the diversion
requirements to 12 percent.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Copy of 14 CCR Section 18775
2. City of Farmersville reduction petition
3. Board Resolution # 94-36

Prepared by :	 Trevor M . Anderson	 Phone (916) 255-2309

Reviewed by :	 Toni Galloway	 *	
//

	 Phone (916) 255-2653

Reviewed by :	 JudithJ.FriedmaJ!"''/W/L-- Phone (916) 255-2555

Legal Review :	 e-IS	 Date/TimeZ/,05L l7.'/e2u•'
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Section 18775 . Reduction in Diversion and Planning Requirements.

(a) A city or county may petition the Board, at a public hearing, to reduce the diversion requirements specified in
Public Resources Code section 41780, and planning requirements . To petition for a reduction, the city or county shall
present verification to the Board which indicates that achievement of the requirements is not feasible due to small
geographic size or low population density of the city or county and the small quantity of waste it generates . To qua.
to petition for a reduction in the diversion and planning requirements, a city or county must meet the following :

(1) For an incorporated city, a geographic area of less than 3 square miles or a population density of less than
1500 people per square mile and a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards per day or 60 tons per
day .

(2) For the unincorporated area of a county, a geographic area of less than 1500 square miles or a population
density of less than 10 people per square mile and a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards per day
or 60 tons per day.

b) Based on information presented at the hearing, the Board may establish reduced diversion requirements, and
alternative, but less comprehensive, planning requirements . A petitioner may identify those specific planning
requirements from which it wants to be relieved and provide justification for the reduction . Examples of reduced
planning requirements could include, but would not be limited to, reduced requirements for solid waste generation
studies, and reduced requirements and consolidation of specific component requirements . These reduced planning
requirements, if granted, must ensure compliance with Public Resources Code section 41782.

(c) Cities and counties requesting a reduction in the diversion and planning requirements must include the following
information in the reduction petition:

(1) A general description of the existing disposal and diversion systems, including documentation of the types
and quantities of waste disposed and diverted . Documentation sources may include, but are not limited to, the
following :

(A) Solid Waste Generation or Characterization Studies;

(B) Diversion data from public and private recycling operations;

(C) Current year waste loading information from permitted solid waste facilities used by the
jurisdiction ;

	

;tl
(2) Identification of the specific reductions being requested (i .e . diversion or planning requirements or both);

(3) Documentation of why attainment of mandated diversion and planning requirements is not feasible.
Examples of documentation could include, but are not limited to:

(A) Evidence from the documentation sources specified in paragraph (c)(1) of this section;

(B) Verification of existing solid waste budget revenues and expenses from the duly authorized
designated representative of the city or county;

(4) The planning or diversion requirements that the city or county feels are achievable, and why.

(d) Cities and counties which petition the Board and receive a reduction in the diversion and planning requirements
pursuant to this section, shall fully address the following issues in an annual report submitted to the Board within 90
days of the anniversary date the reduction was originally granted, and each year thereafter until the Board-mandated
diversion levels are met:

(1) the city or county's current activities to establish and maintain source reduction and recycling
programs;

(2) changes in demographics in the city or county;

(3) changes in types and amounts of waste generated in the city or county;

(4) changes in funding sources for implementing the Elements or Plan;

(5) changes in markets for the city or county's recyclables.

(e) The Board may, upon review of the annual report, find that a revision or revocation of the reduction is necessary.
The Board shall present any such findings at a public hearing.

(1) If a regional agency is named in a regional agreement as the responsible entity for the achievement of the diversion
requirements specified in PRC section 41780, neither the regional agency nor any member of the regional agency will be
eligible for a reduction in the diversion requirements of PRC section 41780.

NOTE: Authority cited: Section 40502, Public Resources Code . Reference: Section 41782, 41783 through
41786 and 41802, 40973 Public Resources Code .
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1 .0 SUMMARY

The City of Farmersville is committed to cooperating. with the State to achieve the intentions of AB

939. However, because of the fiscal impacts of other State-mandated programs, the small

population base of the City, limited City staff and financial resources, and limited commercial and

industrial businesses with corresponding significant waste volumes, the City of Farmersville will

not be able to feasibly achieve a 25% diversion rate by 1995. As an alternative, the City proposes

to implement targeted programs that it believes to be feasible and effective in producing a 12%

diversion rate by 1995.

The City of Farmersville hereby petitions the California Integrated Waste Management Board and

requests that the Board consider the conditions facing the City and approve its petition for an

alternative diversion program.

2 .0 ELIGIBILITY TO PETITION THE BOARD

The City of Farmersville meets the criteria established by the CIWMB regulations for filing this

. petition:

Geographic Areal	1 .7 square miles

Waste Generation Rate (1990)2	18 .4 tons/day (31 cubic yards)

3 .0 TYPE OF PETITION

3 .1 Short-Term Planning Period

The City of Farmersville requests that the diversion level for the short term planning period

(1991 - 1995) be reduced from 25% to 12% because it cannot feasibly meet the diversion

requirements in an efficient and cost effective manner. The existing diversion rate in the City is

only 2 .5%. The cost to implement the programs necessary to achieve an additional 22 .5%

diversion by 1995 would impose a severe economic burden on the residents and businesses of the

City.

I
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Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Farmersville, May 1992.
Sources : 1 Steven Thompson, City Manager, City of Farmersville.
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3 .2 Medium-Term Planning Period

The City also does not believe that is can feasibly meet the medium-term (1996-2000) diversion

requirement of 50% in an efficient and cost effective manner and intends to petition the CIWMB

prior to the year 2000 for a reduction in its medium-term diversion requirements.

4 .0 EXISTING CONDITIONS

4 .1 Geographic Setting and Physical Characteristics

The City of Farmersville isaocated in Tulare County, in the southeast portion of the San Joaquin

Valley. This area is predominantly flat, but is bounded on the east by the foothills of the Sierra

Nevada mountain chain. The City of Farmersville is 1 .7 square miles in area and is surrounded by

the rural, unincorporated area of Tulare County, and the City of Exeter to the east.

4.2 Population and Housing

The 1993 population of the City of Farmersville is estimated at 6,750 persons (California

Department of Finance Report 93 E-1, Population Estimates for California Cities and Counties,

Official State Estimates, May 1993). The housing units in the City of Farmersville . include 1,424

single-family units, 195 multi-family units, 86 mobile homes, and 27 other residential units (State

Census Data Center, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1, Complete

Tables).

4 .3 Economy

The City of Farmersville is primarily a residential , community with no major commercial facilities.

Commercial strips along the two main thoroughfares in the City provide some services to local

residents. The major employer in the City is the local school district. Other employers include a

small tortilla factory and a cabinet/door contractor-supplier . There are 87 "commercial" waste

collection accounts in the City. A significant number of agricultural workers reside in the City.

The median income is very low due to the number of unskilled or semi-skilled workers residing in

the City. The median household income in 1989 was $17,029 (U.S. Census of 1990).

City of Farmersville - C/NMD Petition
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4 .4 Solid Waste Generation and Management

Solid Waste Generation

An Initial Solid Waste Generation Study was completed for the City pursuant to Article 6 .1 of the

Planning Guidelines issued by the CIWMB . The results of the study are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1

SOLID WASTE GENERATION 1
.

	

(Tons/Year - 1990)

Source Disposed Diverted Incinerated Generated

Residential 2,820 91 0 2,911
Commercial 1,440 792 1512 1,670
Industrial 480 0 . 0 480
Self-Haul 1,670 0 0 1,670

Total 6,410 170 151 6,731

1 Solid Waste Generation data has been modified to exclude inert solids diverted through an asphalt
recycling program pursuant to AB 2494.

2 Represents all non-residential diversion or incineration including industrial and self-haul.

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Farmersville, May 1992.

The Initial Solid Waste Generation Study prepared for the City was part of a joint-regional study

conducted for all jurisdictions in Tulare County . The waste disposal characterization study was

performed using a quantitative field methodology : Waste disposal quantities were obtained

through County disposal records and quantity records . from Western Waste Industries, . the City's

contract waste hauler. Residential and commercial loads for the region were sampled and sorted to

determine the composition of wastes disposed of . Industrial/roll-off loads and self-haul loads for

the region were visually surveyed to determine the composition of wastes disposed of . Waste

diversion quantities were determined using jurisdiction-specific data from various diversion

programs and recycling facilities.

Disposal Sites

There are no permitted solid waste disposal facilities or sites in the City of Farmersville. The

Woodville Disposal Site, located approximately 12 miles south of the City in the unincorporated

t-'lly of Farmersville - CIWMB Petition
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area of Tulare County, serves as the primary disposal site for waste generated within the City . The 0
landfill is owned and operated by Tulare County.

Collection Services

Western Waste Industries has an exclusive franchise contract through March 2, 1997 with the City

of Farmersville for the collection of solid waste disposed of in the City . Subscription to Western

Waste_Industries service is mandatory and all residential and commercial-can customers are billed

for the service by the City . :;Western Waste Industries bills and collects for all other commercial

waste collection accounts . Collection services provided by Western Waste Industries are

automated and all residential and some commercia4_customers are provided with 90-gallon

automatic containers. Other commercial customers-use one-, two-, three-, and six-yard bins.

Current Diversion Activities

The Initial Solid Waste Generation Study identified waste diversion quantities by collecting

jurisdiction-specific diversion data from various diversion programs and recycling facilities.

Diversion programs identified include the following:

• California Certified Redemption Centers buy-back programs which collect PET California
redemption value (CRV) containers, glass CRV and other glass food and beverage
containers, and aluminum cans.

• City sponsored tire removal program every other year ; tires are removed from City right-of-
way and are recycled.

• A Landfill salvage program at the Woodville Disposal Site which recovers other aluminum
metals, other ferrous metals, and white goods from self-haul loads for recycling.

• A reduced tipping fee is charged at the Woodville Disposal Site for disposal of clean loads of
yard and wood waste . These materials are processed and used as fuel for biomass or
cogeneration plants.

• Inert solids are diverted through an asphalt salvage program prior to reaching a disposal site.

The Initial Solid Waste Generation Study identified 171 tons of waste materials that were diverted

by these programs in 1990; this represents 2.5% of the waste generated in the City. Table 2

presents a summary of the diversion activity by material type . Another 140 tons of yard waste and

11 tons of tires were diverted to transformation facilities in 1990:
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Table 2

DIVERSION BY MATERIAL TYPE
(Tons/Year - 1990)

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Farmersville, May 1992.

Assembly bill 2494 (Sher), Statutes of 1992, changed the method by which compliance with the

diversion requirements is determined from a generation based method to a disposal based method.

Assembly bill 2494 also specifies that for the purposes of determining the base amount of solid

waste from which the diversion requirements are calculated, "solid waste" does not include the

diversion of agricultural wastes, inert solids, white goods, and scrap metals unless all three of the

following criteria are met

"(1) The city, county or regional agency demonstrates that the material was
diverted from a permitted disposal facility through an action by the city, county, or
regional agency which specifically resulted in the diversion.

(2) The city, county, or regional agency demonstrates that, prior to January 1,
1990, the solid waste which is claimed to have been diverted was disposed of at a
permitted disposal facility in the quantity being claimed as diversion.

(3) The city, county, or regional agency is implementing, and will continue to
implement, source reduction, recycling, and composting programs, as described in
its source reduction and recycling element".

Based on the provisions of AB 2494, the diversion quantities of other aluminum and other ferrous

metals and whites goods recovered in the landfill salvage program are still included in the baseline

waste generation data . However, the diversion quantity of inert solids diverted through the asphalt

salvage program have been eliminated from the waste generation data because the three criteria

Material

	

Residential

	

Non-Residential

OCC/Kraft

	

0

	

31
PET

	

4

	

0
CRV Glass

	

30

	

0
Other Glass.

	

10

	

0
Aluminum Cans

	

47

	

0
Other Aluminum

	

0

	

8
Steel Food & Bev . Cans

	

0

	

30
Rubber/Tires

	

0

	

10
Inert Solids

	

0

	

1

Total

	

91

	

80
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listed above are not met . Based on the elimination of this diversion activity from the baseline waste 0
generation data, the existing diversion tonnage is reduced from 171 tons to 170 tons ; the 2.5%

baseline diversion level remains unchanged.

Types of Waste Disposed and Diverted

A profile of the waste disposal and waste diversion streams, modified to exclude the inert solids as

described above, is included as Appendix I to this petition . Summaries of the types of waste

disposed of and diverted in the City of Farmersville are provided in Figures 1 and 2.

Figure 1

WASTE DISPOSAL COMPOSITION SUMMARY

Other 9
.0% Special 2 .3%

Organics 25 .9%

Glass 3.3%

Yard Waste 18.3%

	

Metals 5 .5%

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Farmersville, May 1992.
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Figure 2

WASTE DIVERSION COMPOSITION . SUMMARY

I

I

r

I Metals 50 .0%

Yard Waste 0%
Other Waste 0%

Special Waste 0%

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Farmersville, May 1992.

i
5 .0 REASONS WHY A 25% DIVERSION LEVEL CANNOT BE ACHIEVED

I: 5 .1 Programs Selected in the SRRE

A summary of the new diversion and education and public information programs initially selected

in the City's SRRE for implementation in the short-term planning period is provided below. Table

3 . summarizes the estimated program costs and material diversion rates to be realized if each of

these new programs were implemented .

	

-

Source Reduction Programs

1 . Public Education and-Technical Assistance programs including:

a. Provide technical assistance to businesses and consumers / homeowners through
workshops and seminars on source reduction techniques and activities.

b. Provide public education effoFts through the media, the school system, and City offices
programs to increase awareness of source reduction and waste management issues.

c. Provide public recognition and awards to individuals and businesses that implement
source reduction activities.

I

	

City of Farmersviile - CIWMB Petition

	

Page 7

	

334

I
I

I

I

I



d. Promote backyard composting and xeriscaping.

e. Promote the use of cloth diapers in lieu of disposables.

2. Rate Modification programs including:

a. The City will consider the practicality of modifications to the current residential
collection rate structure to a quantity-based user fee for both commercial and residential
collection ; the City will continue its quantity-based user fee for commercial waste
collection.

b: Disposal fee modification to encourage the delivery of segregated loads to the .landfill of
certain divertable materials. (Note: The County of Tulare will develop this program.
Should the County choose not to implement this alternative, the City does not have the
authority to modify disposal fees, and therefore this alternative would not be
implemented.)

3. Regulatory programs to encourage source reduction on the part of local government, private
businesses, and City residents including:

a. A City offices procurement program and policy to encourage source reduction through
purchasing decisions . Purchase preferences will be extended to materials and products
that have minimal packaging, are supplied in bulk, and are reusable, recyclable, and
durable.

Recycling Programs

4. Develop a residential curbside recycling program to collect and recycle aluminum and tin cans,
PET, HDPE, newspaper, CA redemption and other recyclable glass . Residents dwelling in
multi-family units will be encouraged to use existing buy-back and drop-off centers to recycle
aluminum and tin cans, PET, HDPE, newspaper, CA redemption and other recyclable glass.

5. Develop a commercial / industrial recycling program to collect and recycle ferrous metals,
newspaper, and corrugated cardboard.

6. The County currently salvages materials at the Woodville Disposal Site . This program would
expand the salvaging program and would recover corrugated cardboard, all metals, and inert
solids from roll-off boxes and self-haul loads . This program will be developed and operated
by the County, with assistance from the City.

Composting Programs

7. Establish aresidential yard waste collection program.

8. Establish/expand a yard and wood waste drop-off program at the County landfills..

9. Develop a windrow composting system.
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Special Waste Programs

No special waste programs were identified for consideration or selected.

Education and Public Information Programs

10. Outreach efforts including:

• Coordination with Community Groups and Government Agencies
• Coordination with Non-Profit Organizations
• Participation in Local Events

11 . Technical Assistance efforts including:

• Junk Mail Reduction Program
• Brochures
• How-to Information
• Technical Assistance
• Recycling Videos

12. Public Awareness efforts including:

• Environmental Shopping Campaign
• Contests and Displays
• Promotional Materials

13 . Education efforts including:

• Environmental Education Curriculum
• Special Assemblies, Field Trips

Summary of Programs Selected and Cost

The estimated program costs and material diversion to be realized through implementation of the

programs initially selected in the City's SRRE for the short-term planning period are presented in

Table 3.

5 .2 Barriers to Successful Program Implementation

The factors present in the City of Farmersville which present significant barriers to successful

implementation of programs that would allow the City to achieve the 25% diversion goal include

limited availability of City staff and lack of funding associated with the small size of the City and

corresponding waste generation . Additionally, the lack of commercial and industrial enterprises of

significant size that would provide waste streams that are easily and economically targeted for

implementation of diversion programs contribute to the City's inability to achieve the 25%

diversion goal . The conditions associated with limited staff availability and funding sources are

I,

	

further described below.

L
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Limited Availability of City Staff

The City has limited staff available to coordinate and monitor the implementation and operation of

new activities such as waste diversion and recycling programs . The City's SRRE included plans
for hiring a Program Coordinator for recycling, composting, and public education programs to be

shared with the Cities of Woodlake, Exeter and Lindsay ; however, this plan had to be abandoned

due to lack of adequate financial resources . Thus, program implementation must now be

_

	

coordinated by the remaining staff resources who have other responsibilities concerning the City's
operations.

The City Manager is responsible for solid waste programs as well as AB 939 compliance . This
individual is also responsible for administration of all City departments, acts as liaison between the
City Council and department heads, responsible for carrying out City Council directives for all
programs, projects and activities, serves as personnel, purchasing and recreation director, and
serves as the Executive Director for the City's Redevelopment Agency . The City does not have an

assistant City Manager. The salary and benefits figure presented in the Solid Waste Budget (Table
4), includes bookkeeping for billing and collection, public works employees for delivery/pickup of
waste cans to new/departing residents, and the City Clerk for contract documents and
correspondence related to solid waste issues .

	

•;

Coordination and implementation of the education and public information program and source
reduction, recycling and composting programs proposed to achieve a 25% diversion level will

significantly impact the work-load of the existing staff.

Program Costs vs . Revenue Sources

Estimated initial and annual program costs for the programs initially selected in the SRRE that were

designed to achieve the additional 22 .5% diversion level for a total diversion level of 25% are

summarized in Table 3 . The total initial program costs incurred directly by the City are estimated to
be $111,900, while the annual program costs are estimated to be $145,200 per year.
Implementation of these programs will substantially impact the financial resources of the City.

Given the limited solid waste budget presented in Table 4 below, it is clear that the City cannot
feasibly meet the diversion requirements in an efficient and cost effective manner.
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Table 3

PROPOSED SHORT-TERM DIVERSION PROGRAMS - SRRE
Estimated Program Cost and Material Diversion'

1 Costs include the planning, implementation, and monitoring of programs.
2 Costs are included in the education and public information program.
3 Costs are included in existing programs.

4 Costs are borne by the County.
5Assumes expansion of yard-waste drop-off programs operated at the County landfills and that the

costs will be borne by the County. .
6 No additional costs are expected with continuation of this program.
7 SRRE coordinator to be shared between four Cities (Woodlake, Exeter, Farmersville, and Lindsay);

this plan has already been abandoned due to lack of funds.
8 Diversion percentage included in abovesomposting programs.
9 With existing diversion of 2 .5%, total future diversion would be 25 .4%.

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Farmersville, May 1992.

Initial

	

Material
Program

	

Year's Cost

	

Annual Cost

	

Diversion %

Source Reduction Programs

1 . Public Education/Technical Assistance

2. Rate Structure Modifications

3. Regulatory Programs

Recycling Programs

4. Residential Curbside Recycling

5. Commercial/Industrial Recycling

6. County Landfill Salvage Programs

Composting Programs

7. Residential Yard Waste Collection

8. Yard and Wood Waste Drop-off

9 . Windrow Composting System

2

3

	

3

	

3

	

$35,000

	

$47,500

	

4 .7%

	

$11,800

	

$17,000

	

2 .4%

	

4

	

4

	

4.0%

	

$29250

	

$30,200

	

4 .5%

	

5

	

5

	

73%

	

$21,100

	

$35,750

	

8

Education and Public Information Prontams

10. through 13 .

	

$6,000

	

$6,000

	

N/A

ProgramCoordinator for Recycling/

	

$8,750

	

$8,750

	

N/A
Comr,ostinn/Public Education Prorrarns7

TOTAL

	

$111,900

	

$145,200

	

22.9% 9

2 0%

3
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The potential revenue source initially identified in the City's SRRE to fund these programs was an

increase in the solid waste collection rate structure . Solid waste collection in the City is financed

by monthly billings for service on residential and commercial solid waste collection accounts . The

City bills for the residential and commercial-can collection service that Western Waste Industries

provides, and collects a 5% franchise fee. Western Wasteindustries bills for all other commercial

collection services ; a franchise fee is not collected on the 87 commercial accounts billed directly by

the hauler. The City's franchise fee is used to cover expenses associated with the billing and

collection for residential and commercial-can accounts. The City collects an additional

$1.00/month on residential and commercial-can accounts as a set aside for SRRE/HHWE

preparation.

Included in the $28.00/ton tipping fee at the County owned and operated landfills is a $1 .00

surcharge for countywide household hazardous waste programs and a $3 .47 surchargc for

County-sponsored diversion programs.

The current rate for residential solid waste collection is $13 .80/month for one, 90-gallon container.

The history of residential collection rate increases is as follows:

• July 1993: $13.80/month [

• July 1992: $12.80/month2

• July 1991: $11.05/month 3

• July 1988: $ 7 .80/month4

• July 1986: $ 5.00/month
1 Fees increased to build up reserves for implementing AB 939 requirements.
2 Fees increased to balance operating revenues/expenditures.
3 Fees increased to $1 .00 per ton surcharge for preparation of SRRE/HHWE

plus cost of living and landfill rate increases.
4 Fees increased when City went to contract waste collection.

For commercial solid waste collection, the current rates range from $28 .30/month for a one yard

bin, $59.00/month for a 3-yard bin, to $118 .80/month for a 6-yard bin (once per week pick-up).

Increases in the commercial collection rates were implemented in 1987, 1988, 1989, and 1991;

however records of these increases are not readily available.

Table 4 summarizes the City's solid waste budget for Fiscal Year 1993-94.
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Table 4

CITY OF FARMERSVILLE - SOLID WASTE BUDGET
Fiscal Year 1993-94

Expenses

Salary and Benefits 17,000
Department Expense 3,000
Office Supplies 400
Training and Meetings 200
Contract Services : Western Waste Industries 252,000
Insurance 2,500
Computer Expense 1,500

Total Expenses $276,600

Revenue

Refuse User Fees 280,200
Investment Earnings 350

Total Revenue $280,550

Reserves (approximate) ] $16,000

Reserves are set aside for future City expense increases and for AB 939
implementation. However, proposed increases in landfill tipping fees may
	 deplete this reserve .	
Source: City of Fannersville 1993-1994 Fiscal Budget and Steven Thompson,

City Manager, City of Farmersville.

For Fiscal Year 1993/94, the City's Budget allocated $276,600 for solid waste collection and

related services, while the estimated revenue is $280,550 . As shown in Table 4, the City's solid

waste budget includes a reserve fund of approximately $16,000 plus a projected cash balance of

$3,950 (revenues less expenses) for Fiscal Year 1993/94 . These reserve funds are designated for

future City expense increases and for AB 939 implementation . However, proposed increases in

landfill tipping fees may deplete this reserve rather than using it for program implementation.

With implementation of the residential yard waste collection and processing program, the school

0 collection and drop off program for newspapers, increased use of the CA certified redemption
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center, and associated education and public information program, the City could achieve a 12%

diversion level . Funding for implementation of all of the programs required to meet the 25%

diversion goal in an efficient and cost effective manner is not economically and feasible for the

City. Additionally, the small_population and economic base of the City places a strict limitation on

the options for additional fees or taxes levied against local citizens and/or businesses.

5 .3 Cost Impact of Full Implementation .of SRRE Programs --

The median household income for the City of Fannersville is substantially below that for California

in general and is the lowest of all cities in Tulare County. The local economic base is small and the

City, like most other jurisdictions in the State, is concerned about the continued viability of its local

businesses and industries. To the extent possible the City attempts to minimize the burden that the

cost of local programs and services places on its residents and businesses.

To achieve a 25% diversion rate through full implementation of the programs listed in the City's

SRRE, the City's annual solid waste budget (Table 4) would have to be increased by at least 52%,

to over $420,000. The increases that would be required in the average residential and commercial

refuse collection rates to fund these expenses would be significant.

Recent trends in the residential refuse collection rates and the increase that would be required to

fund full implementation of the SRRE programs are shown in Figure 3 .

•

•
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Figure 3

Residential Refuse Collection Rates
$/home/month

6 .0 PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE WASTE DIVERSION PLAN

The City of Farmersville is committed to pursuing a waste reduction program that is effective in

increasing the diversion of materials from local landfills but is also responsive to the fiscal realities

of the City. Table 5 presents an alternative waste diversion plan for the short-term planning period

based on modifications of programs selected for implementation in the SRRE.

The City is pursuing the development of a source separated yard waste collection program that will

target yard waste from single family residences and self haulers . This program is anticipated to

cost between $4.00 and $5.00/household/month . The yard waste will be collected weekly on a

separate collection route . Initially, the yard waste will be hauled to the transfer and processing site

at the County landfill . Yard waste material collected at this site would be converted into

cogeneration or biomass fuel . Since this site is used by more than one jurisdiction, records will be

kept of the amount of yard waste delivered by each jurisdiction.

Prior to the end of 1994, the yard waste materials will be diverted to a mulching operation

developed in eastern Tulare County . Additionally, at least one private operator has announced

• plans for a composting facility that will serve the Tulare County area . As this or other facilities

S
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become available, the City will evaluate the merits and costs of taking the yard waste to one of 

these facilities. 
a 

. .+. ' 
The City will develop a newspaper collection and drop off program with the local school and will 

target diversion of food and beverage containers by actively promoting increased use of the CA .. 
certified redemption center that currently serves the City. Participation in the yard waste and 

newspaper drop off programs as well as expanded use of the CA certified redemption center will 

be promoted throughiprinted materials.distributed with utility and tax bills. Special mailings and. 

posters will be utilized as needed to announce.the beginning or any major changes in the program. 

To the extent practical, the City will utilize materials from the media kit distributed by the CI WMB 
. . . . . - for mailings or for fliers, notices, or other materials distributed $rough the school system or 

.. .. ,- mailed directly to residents and businesses. - 

As new markets for materials become available through the Recycling Market ~evelopment Zone, 

the City will investigate the feasibility of diverting materials to such facilities. The purchasing 

agent for the City will continue to monitor purchasing decisions to encourage the purchase of 

materials and products that are recycled, that have minimal packaging, are supplied in bulk, and are 

reusable, recyclable and divertable. 

Table 5 

PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE WASTE DIVERSION PLAN 

Diversion Percent 
TonsIYr. Diversion 

Diversion Rogram 1995 1995 

Existing ~rogramsl 179 2.5% 

~esidential Yard Waste Collection 570 8.0% 

11 School Collection & Drop-off of Newspaper 35 0.5% 

Increased'Use of Buy-back Center 68 1.0% 

Total 852 12.0% . . . 

1 %sting diversion (1990) without inert solids. 

. , 
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7 .0 MEDIUM-TERM DIVERSION PROGRAMS

The City also does not believe that it can feasibly achieve a 50% diversion level by the year 2000,

and therefore intends to petition the CIWMB prior to the year 2000 for a reduction in this diversion
mandate as well . At that time, the City will provide a report on the status of its existing diversion
programs. The tentative medium-term diversion programs identified in the SRRE are summarized

in Table 6, and include programs that would be deferred from implementation in the short-term

planning period as a result of this petition . These programs are tentative until an alternative,

reduced waste diversion plan would be reviewed by the CIWMB relative to the 50% diversion
goal.

8 .0 SOLID WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

Revised fifteen-year projections of the waste disposal and diversion quantities by material type

expected to be realized before and after the City implements the waste diversion programs

described in Section 6 .0 Proposed Alternative Waste Diversion Plan, above and presented in
Section 7.0 Medium-Term Diversion Programs, are provided in Appendix II . These fifteen-year
projections are based on the revised baseline waste generation data that excludes the inert solids

that are diverted . A projected growth rate of 1 .0% per year was assumed, based on the City's
SRRE.
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Table 6

TENTATIVE MEDIUM-TERM DIVERSION PROGRAMS
Estimated Material Diversion

I May be implemented in the short-term planning period.

2 Diversion percentage included in above programs.
3 May be counted towards diversion goal in the future.
4 With existing diversion of2 .5%, total future diversion would be 50.%.

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Farmersville, May 1992.
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Provram

Source Reduction Proprains

1. Public Education/Technical Assistance

2. Rate Modification

3. Regulatory Programs

Recvclinv Programs

4. Residential Curbside Recycling

5. Commercial/Industrial Recycling
a Material Recovery Operation

6. County Landfill Salvage Programs l

Composting Programs

7. Residential Yard Waste Collection

	

7.2%

S. Yard and Wood Waste Drop-off

	

10 .2%
a Collect Alternative Feedstocks

9. Windrow Composting System2	N/A

Education and Public Information Programs

10. through 13.

Program Coordinator for Recvclinp/
Composting/Public Education Programs

TOTAL

	

47.5% 4

Material
	Diversion %

1 .2%

N/A

N/A

13 .0%

9.2%

6.7%

•
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City of Farmersville- Waste Disposal Profile (1991 Landfill Sampling Data)

Residential Commercial Industrial Self Haul Total

OCC/Kraft 5.74% 14.97% 12.64% 6.08% 8.42%

Magazines 1 .33% 0.93% 0.10% 0.61% 0.96%

Mixed Paper 9.23% 10.42% 5.98% 3.99% 7.89%

Newsprint 7.14% 3.99% 0.51% 1 .91% 4.57%

High Grade 0.71% 3.11% 0.77% 0.80% 1 .28%

Other Paper 6.58% 8.07% 2.98% 1 .52% 5.33%

Subtotal Paper 30 .73% 41 .49% 22.98% 14.91% 28.45%

HDPE 1 .05% 1 .04% 1 .28% 0.21% 0.85%

PET

	

. 0 .40% 0.19% 0.02% 0.08% 0.24%

Film Plastics 3 .40% 3.72% 5.02% 1.03% 2.98%

Polystyrene 0.45% 0.70% 0.34% 0.87% 0.61%

Other Plastic 2.73% 3.20% 3.05% 1 .40% 2.51%

Subtotal Plastic 8.03% 8.85% 9.71% 3.59% 7.18%

Refillable Beverage 0.05% 0.00% 0.00% 0.15% 0.06%

CA Redemption Value 1 .26% 1 .13% 0.18% 0.80% 1 .03%

Other Recyclable 2.51% 2.02% 0.31% 0.48% 1.71%

Other Non-Recyclable 0.61% 0.66% 0.04% 0.34% 0.51%

Subtotal Glass 4.43% 3.81% 0.53% 1 .77% 3.31%

Aluminum Cans 0.30% 0.24% 0.02% 0.10% 0.21%

Other Aluminum 0.30% 0.38% 0.05% 0.04% 0.23%

Bi-metal Cans 0.00% 0.00% 0.10% 0.44% 0.12%

Steel Food & Bev. Cans 2.38% 1 .47% 0.04% 0.34% 1 .47%

Other Ferrous 2.48% 4.72% 2.76% 3.14% 3.18%

Other Non-ferrous 0.09% 0.06% 0.05% 0.02% 0.06%

White Goods 0.00% 0.00% 0.15% 0.96% 0.26%

Subtotal Metal 5.55% 6.87% 3.17% 5.04% 5.54%

Leaves and Grass 16.15% 4.21% 1 .77% 9.26% 10.60%

Branches and Brush 5.27% 2.21% 10,67% 15 .67% 7.70%

Subtotal Yard Waste 21 .42% 6.42% 12.44% 24.93% 18.29%

Food 12.40% 9.51% 2.29% 3 .53% 8.68%

Rubber/Tires 0.53% 137% 0.06% 1 .10% 0.92%

Wood 1 .68% 4.07% 22.33% 15.63% 7.40%

Agri . Crop Residue 0.00% 0.38% 1 .42% 1 .23% 0.51%

Manure 0.06% 0.00% 0.00% 0.97% 0.28%

Textiles/Leather 3.83% 3.72% 5.33% 2.80% 3.65%

Diapers 4.53% 2.70% 0.10% 0.44% 2.72%

Other Organics 2.10% 2.55% 0.36% 0.82% 1 .74%

Subtotal Organics 25.13% 24.70%

	

=' 31 .89% 26.52% 25.90%

Inert Solids 3.04% 6.46% 18.65% 15.30% 8.17%

Hazardous Waste 0 ..-47% 0.83% 0.01% 0.04% 0.40%

Appliances 0.51% 0.57% 0.03% 0.29% 0.43%

Subtotal Other Wastes 4.02% 7.86% 18.69% 15.63% 9.01%

Ash 0.00% -

	

0.00% 0.02% 1 .91% 0.50%

Sewage Sludge 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

Industrial Sludge 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

Asbestos 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

Auto Shredder Waste 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

Auto Bodies 0.00% 0.00% 0.20% 0.00% 0.01%

Stuffed Furn ./Mattresses 0.69% 0.00% 0.37% 5.70% 1 .82%

Subtotal Special Wastes 0.69% 0.00% 0.59% 7.61% 2.33%

Total 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% . 100.00%

•
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City of Farmersville Waste Generation

	

(Tons/Year -1990)

Disposal Trans- Diversion Generation

Component Residential Commercial Industrial Self Haul Total formation Total

OCC/Kraft 162 216 61 102 540 0 31 571

Magazines 38 13 0 10 62 0 0 62

Mixed Paper 260 150 29 67 506 0 0 506

Newsprint 201 _-57 2- 32 293 0 0 293

High Grade 20 45 4 13 82 0 0 82

Other Paper 186 116 14 25 .-

	

341 0 0 341

Paper 867 597 110 249 1,823 0 31 1,854

HDPE 30 15 6 4 54 0 0 54

PET 11 3 0 1 15 __

	

0 4 19

Film Plastics 96. r -..

	

54 24 17 191 0

	

. . 0 191,- ..

Polystyrene 13 10 2 15 39 0 0 39 .
Other Plastic 77 46 15 - -23 161 0 0 161

Plastic 226 127 47 60 460 0 4 465

Refillable Bev. 1 0 0 3 4 0 0 -

	

4

CA Redem . Value 36 16 1 13 66 0 30 96

Other Recyclable 71 29 1 8 109 0 10 119

Other Non-Recyc . 17 10 0 6 33 0 0 33

Glass - 125 55 3 30 212 0 40 252

Aluminum Cans 8 3 0 2 14 0 47 61

Other Aluminum 8 5 0 1 15 0 8 23

Bi-metal Cans 0 0 0 7 8 0 0 8
Steel Cans 67 21 0 6 94 0 30 124

-Other Ferrous 70 68 13 52 204 0 0 204
Other Non-ferrous 3 .

	

1 0 0 4 0 0 4

White Goods 0 0 1 16 17 0 0 17.

Metals 157 99 15 84 355 0 - 85 440

Leaves/Grass 455 61 8 155 679 11 0 690

Branches/Brush 149 32 51 262 493 129 0 622

Yard Waste 604 92 60 416 1,173 140 -

	

0 1,313

Food 350 137 11 59 557 0 0 557

Rubber/Tires 15 25 0 18 59 11 10 80

Wood 47 59 107 261 474 0 0 474

Agri .Crop Residue 0 5 7 21 33 0 0 33
Manure 2 0 .0 16 18 0 0 18

Textiles/Leather 108 54 26 47 234 0 0 234

Diapers 128 . 39 0 7 174 0 0 174

Other Organics 59 37 2 14 111 0 0 111

Organics 709 356 153 443 1,660 11 10 1,681

Inert Solids -

	

86 93 90 256 524 0 0 524

Hazardous Waste 13 12 0 1 26 0 0 26

Appliances 14 8 0 5 28 0 0 28

Other Waste 113 113 90 261 577 0 0 577

Ash 0 0 0 32 32 0 0 32

Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Asbestos 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Auto Shred . Wst . 0 0 0 0 0 .

	

0 0 0

Auto Bodies 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1

Stuffed Furn ./Matt . 19 0 2 95 116 0 0 116

Special Waste 19 0 3 127 149 0 0 149

Total 2,820 1,440 480 1,670 6,410 151 170 6,731

S

an
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
Existing Conditions

1991 1992
*WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCGKraft 545 31 577 5.4% 551 32 582 5.4%
Magazines 63 0 63 0.0% 63 0 63 0.0%
Mixed Paper 511 0 511 _

	

0.0% 516 0 516 0.0%
Newspaper 2% 0 296 0.0% 299 0 299 0.0%
High Grade 83 0 83 '0 .0% 84 0 84 0.0%
Other Paper 344 0 344 0.0% 348 0 348 0.0%

Subtotal 1,842 31 1,874 1 .7% 1,861 32 1,892 1.7%
Plastic

HDPE 55 0 55 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%
PET 15 4 19 21 .1% 15 4 19 21 .1%
Film Plastics 193 0 193 0.0% 195 0 195 0.0%
Polystyrene 39 0 39 0.0% 40 0 40 0.0%
Other Plastic 163 0 163 0.0% 164 0 164 0.0%

Subtotal 465 4 469 0.9% 469 4 473 0.9%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 67 30 97 313% 67 31 98 313%
Other Recyclable 110 10 120 8.4% 111 10 121 8.4%
Other Non-recyclable 33 0 33 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%

Subtotal 214 40 255 15.9% 216 41 257 15.9%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 14 47 62 77.0% 14 48 62 77.0%
Other Aluminum 15 8 23 34.8% 15 8 23 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 8 0 8 0.0% 8 0 8 0.0%

*Steel Food & Bev . Cans 95 30 125 24.2% 96 31 126 24.2%
Other Ferrous 206 0 206 0.0% 208 0 208 0.0%
Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
White Goods 17 0 17 0.0% 17 0 17 0.0%

Subtotal 360 86 445 19.3% 363 87 450 19.3%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 697 0 697 0.0% 704 0 704 0.0%
Branches and Brush 628 0 628 0.0% 635 . 0 635 0.0%

Subtotal 1,325 0 1,325 0 .0% 1,338 0 1,338 0 .0%
Organics

Food 563 0 563 0.0% 568 0 568 . 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 71 10 81 12 .5% 71 10 82 12 .5%
Wood ' 479 0 479 10% 484 0 484 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue -

	

33 0 33 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Manure 18 0 18 0.0% 18 0 18 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 236 0 236 0.0% 239 0 239 0.0%
Diapers 176 0 176 -0.0% 177 0 177 0.0%
Other Organics 112 0 112 0.0% 113 0 113 0.0%

Subtotal 1,688 10 1,698 0.6% 1,705 10 1,715 0.6%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 529 0 529 0.0% 535 0 535 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 26 0 26 0.0% 27 0 27 0.0%
Appliances 28 0 28 0.0% 29 0 29 0.0%

Subtotal 584 0 _

	

584 0.0% 590 0 590 0.0%

Ash 32 0 32 0.0% 3.3 0 33 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

. Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 117 0 117 0.0% 118 0 118 0.0%

Subtotal 150 0 150 . 0.0% 152 0 152 0 .0%
Total Waste

_

6,628 172 6,799 2 .5% 6,694 173 6,867 2.5%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
Existing Conditions

1993 1994
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft- 556 32 588 5.4% 562 32 594 5.4%
Magazines 64 0 64 0.0% 65 0 65 0.0%
Mixed Paper 521 0 521 0.0% 527 0 527 0.0%
Newspaper 302 0 302 0.0% '

	

305 0 305 0.0%
High Grade 84 0 84 0.0% 85 0 85 0.0%
Other Paper 351 0 351 0.0% 355 0 355 0.0%

Subtotal 1,879 _ 32 1,911 1.7% 1,898 32 1,930 1 .7%
-Plastic

HDPE 56 0 56 0.0% --

	

56 0 56 0.0%
PET 15 4 20 21 .1% 16 4 20 21.1%
Film Plastics 197 0 197 0.0% 199 0 199

_
0 .0%

Polystyrene - 40 0 40 0 .0% 41 0 41 0.0%
Other Plastic

	

- 166 0 166 0.0% 168 0 168 0.0%
Subtotal 474 4 478 0.9% 479 4 . .

	

483 0.9%
glass

Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 68 31 99 313% 69 31 100 313%
Other Recyclable 112 10 123 &4% 113 10 124 &4%
Other Non-recyclable 34 0 34 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%

Subtotal 218 41 260 15.9% 221 -

	

42 262 15.9%
Metals

Aluminum Cann 14 48 63 77.0% 15 49 63 77.0%
Other Aluminum 15 8 24 34.8% 16 8 24 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 8 0 8 0 .0% 8 0 8 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 97 31 128 24.2% 98 31 129 24.2%
Other Ferrous 210 0 210 0.0% 212 0 212 0.0%
Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
White Goods 18 0 18 0.0% 18 0 18 0.0%

Subtotal 367 88 454 19.3% 370 88 459 19.3%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 711 0 711 0.0% 718 0 718 0.0%
Branches and Brush 641 0 641 0.0% 647 0 647 0.0%

Subtotal 1,352 0 1,352 0.0% 1,365 0 1,365 0.0%
Organics

Food 574 0 574 0.0% 580 0 580 0 .0%
Rubber/Tires 72 10 82 12.5% 73 10 83 12 .5%
Wood 488 0 488 0.0% 493 0 493 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 34 0 34 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Manure 19 0 19 0 .0% 19 0 19 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 241 0 241 0.0% 244 0 244 0.0%
Diapers 179 0 179 0 .0% 181 0 181 0.0%
Other Organics 114 0 114 0.0% 116 0 116 0.0%

Subtotal 1,722 10 1,732 0.6% 1,739 10 1,749 0.6%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 540 0 540 0.0% 545 0 545 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 27 0 27 0.0% 27 0 27 0.0%
Appliances 29 0 29 0.0% 29 0 29 0.0%

Subtotal 596 0 596 0.0% 601 0 601 0.0%

Ash 33 0 33 0.0% 33 0 33 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 120 0 120 0 .0% 121 0 121 0.0%

Subtotal 154 0 154 0.0% 155 0 155 0.0%

Total Waste 6,761 175 6,936 2.5% 6,828 177 7,005 2.5% 35,



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
Existing Conditions

1995 1996
*WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

• Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCGKraft 568 33 600 5.4% -573 33 606 5.4%
Magazines 65 0 65 0.0% 66 0 66 0.0%
Mixed Paper 532 0 532 0.0% 537 0 537 0.0%
Newspaper 308 0 308 0.0% 311 0 311 0.0%
High Grade 86 0 86 0.0% 87 0 87 0.0%
Other Paper 358 0 358 0.0% 362 0 . 362 0.0%

Subtotal 1,917 33 1,950 1 .7% 1,936 33 1,969 1 .7%
Plastic

HDPE 57 0 57 0.0% 57 0 57 0.0%
PET 16 4 20 21.1% 16 4 20 21 .1%
Film Plastics 201 0 201 0.0% 203 0 203 0.0%
Polystyrene 41 0 41 0.0% 41 0 41 0.0%
Other Plastic 169 0 169 0.0% 171 0 171 0.0%

Subtotal 483 4 488 0.9% 488 4 493 0.9%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 69 32 101 31.3% 70 32 102 31 .3%
Other Recyclable 115 11 125 8 .4% 116 11 126 8.4%
Other Non-recyclable 35 0 35 0 .0% 35 0 35 0.0%

Subtotal 223 42 265 15 .9% 225 42 268 15.9%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 15 49 64 77.0% 15 50 65 77.0%
Other Aluminum 16 8 24 34.8% 16 8 24 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 8 0 8 0.0% 8 0 8 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 99 32 130 24.2% 100 32 132 24.2%
Other Ferrous 214 0 214 0.0% 217 0 217 0.0%
Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
White Goods 18 0 18 0.0% 18 0 18 0.0%

Subtotal 374 89 463 19 .3% 378 90 468 19.3%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 725 0 725 0.0% 732 0 732 0.0%
Branches and Brush 654 0 654 0.0% 660 0 660 0.0%

Subtotal 1,379 0 1,379 0.0% 1,393 0 1,393 0.0%
Organics

Food 585 0 585 0.0% 591 0 591 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 74 11 84 12 .5% 74 11 .

	

85 12 .5%
Wood 498 0 498 0.0% 503 0 503 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 35 0 35 0.0% 35 0 35 0.0%
Manure 19 0 19 0.0% 19 0 19 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 246 0 246 0.0% 248 0 248 0.0%
Diapers 183 -

	

0 183 0.0% 185 0 185 0.0%
Other Organics 117 0 117 0.0% 118 0 118 0.0%

Subtotal 1,756 11 1,767 '0.6% 1,774 11 1,784 0.6%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 551 0 551 0.0% 556 0 556 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 27 •

	

0 27 0.0% 28 0 28 0.0%
Appliances 29 0 '29 0.0% 30 0 30 0.0%

Subtotal 607 0 607 0.0% 614 0 614 0.0%

Ash 34 0 34 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%

sbestos 0 0 0 0.0% • 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% .

	

1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 122 0 122 0.0% 123 0 123 0.0%

Subtotal 157 0 157 0.0% 158 0 •

	

158 0.0%
Total Waite 6,897 179 7,075 2.5% 6,966 180 7,146 2.5%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
Existing Conditions

1997 1998
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/$raft 579 33 612 5.4% 585 34 618 5.4%
Magazines -- . 66 0 66 0.0% 67 0 67 . 0.0%
Mixed Paper 543 0 543 0.0% 548 0 548 0.0%
Newspaper 314 0 314 0 .0 0k 317 0 317 0.0%
High Grade 88 0 88 0.0% 89 0 89 0.0%
Other Paper 366 0 366 0.0% 369 0 369 0.0%

Subtotal 1,956 33 1,989 1.7% -1,975 34 2,009 1 .7%
Plastic

	

. -
HDPE 58 0 58 0.0% 58 --

	

0 58 0.0%
PET 16 4 20 21 .1% 16 4 .

	

21 21 .1%
Film Plastics 205 < -

	

0 205 0.0% 207 0 207 0.0%
Polystyrene _ . .4242 0 42 0.0% 42 0 42 0.0%
Other Plastic -

	

173 0 173 0.0% 174 0 174 0.0%
Subtotal 493 4 497 0.9% 498 4 502 0.9%

Blass
Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 71 32 103 31 .3% 71 32 104 31.3%
Other Recyclable 117 11 128 8.4% 118 11 129 8 .4%
Other Non-recyclable 35 0 35 0.0% 36 0 36 0.0%

Subtotal 227 43 270 15.9% 230 43 273 15.9%
Metals

Aluminum ram 15 50 65 77.0% 15 51 66 77.0%
Other Aluminum 16 9 25 34.8% 16 9 25 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 9 0 9 0.0% 9 0 9 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 101 32 133 24.2% 102 32 134 24.2%
Other Ferrous 219 0 219 0.0% 221 0 221 0.0'4
Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
White Goods 18 0 18 0.0% 18 0 18 0.0%

Subtotal 382 91 473 19.3% 385 92 478 19.3%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 740 0 740 0.0% 747 0 747 0.0%
Branches and Brush 667 0 667 0.0% 674 0 674 0.0%

Subtotal 1,407 0 1,407 0.0% 1,421 0 1,421 0.0%
Organics

Food 597 0 597 0.0% 603 . 0 603 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 75 11 86 12.5% 76 11 87 12 .5%
Wood . 508 0 508 0.0% 513 0 513 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 35 0 35 0.0% 36 0 36 0.0%
Manure 19 0 19 0.0% 19 0 19 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 251 0 251 0.0% 253 0 253 0.0%
Diapers 187 0 187 0.0% 188 0 188 0.0%
Other Organics 119 0 119 0.0% 120 0 120 0.0%

Subtotal 1,792 11 1,802 0.6% 1,809 11 1,820 0.6%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 562 0 562 0.0% 567 0 567 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 28 0 28 0 .0% 28 0 28 0.0%
Appliances 30 _

	

0 30 0.0% 30 0 30 0.0%
Subtotal 620 0 620 0.0% 626 0 626 . 0.0%

Ash 34 34 0.0% 35 0 35 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% .

	

0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.01
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 124 0 124 0.0% 126 0 126 0.0%

Subtotal 160 0 160 0.0% 161 .

	

0 161 0.0%

Total Waste 7,035 182 7,218 2.5% 7,106 184 7,290 2 .5% ,



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
Existing Conditions

1999 2000

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper
OCGICraft 591 34 624 5.4% 596 34 631 5.4%
Magazines 68 0 68 0.0% 68 0 68 0.0%
Mixed Paper 553 0 553 0.0% 559 0 559 0.0%
Newspaper 320 0 320 0.0% 324 0 324 0.0%
High Grade 90 0 90 0.0% 91 0 91 0.0%
Other Paper 373 0 373 0.0% 377 0 377 0.0%

Subtotal 1,995 34 2,029 1.7% 2,015 34 2,049 1 .7%
Plastic

HDPE 59 0 59 0.0% 60 0 60 0.0%
PET 16 4 21 21 .1% 17 4 21 21 .1%
Film Plastics 209 0 209 0.0% 211 0 211 0.0%
Polystyrene 43 0 43 0.0% 43 0 43 0.0%
Other Plastic 176 0 176 0.0% 178 0 178 0.0%

Subtotal 503 4 507 0.9% 508 4 513 0.9%
mass

Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 72 33 105 313% 73 33 106 313%
Other Recyclable 119 11 130 8.4% 120 11 131 8 .4%
Other Non-recyclable 36 0 36 0.0% 36 0 36 0.0%

Subtotal 232 44 276 15.9% 234 44 278 15.9%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 15 51 67 77 .0% 15 52 67 77.0%
Other Aluminum 16 9 25 34.8% 17 9 25 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 9 0 9 0.0% 9 0 9 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 103 33 136 24 .2% 104 33 137 24.2%
Other Ferrous 223 0 223 0.0% 225 0 225 0.0%
Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
White Goods 19 0 19 0.0% 19 0 19 0.0%

Subtotal 389 93 482 19.3% 393 94 487 19.3%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 755 0 755 0.0% 762 0 762 0.0%
Branches and Brush 680 0 680 0.0% 687 0 687 0.0%

Subtotal 1,435 0 1,435 0.0% 1,449 0 1,449 0.0%
rganics

Food 609 0 609 0 .0% 615 0 615 0.0%
Rubber/fires 77 11 87 12 .5% 77 11 88 12 .5%
Wood 518 0 518 0.05 524 0 524 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 36 .

	

0 36 0.0% 36 0 36 0.0%
Manure 20 .

	

0 20 0.0% 20 .

	

0 20 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 256 0 256 0.0% 258 0 258 0.0%
Diapers .,

	

. 190 0 190 0.0% 192 . 0 . -

	

192 0.0%
Other Organics 121 0 121 0.0% 123 0 123 0.0%

Subtotal 1,828 11 1,838 0.6% 1,846 11 1,857 0.6%
ther Wastes

Inert Solids 573 0 573 0.0% 579 0 579 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 28 0 28 0.0% 29 0 29 0.0%
Appliances 31 0 -

	

31 0.0% 31 0 31 0.0%
Subtotal 632 0 632 0 .0% 638 0 638 0.0%

Ash 35 0 .

	

35 0.0% 35 0 35 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

. Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% .

	

0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 127 0 127 0 .0% 128 0 128 0.0%

Subtotal 163 0 163 0.0% 165 0 165 0.0%

Total Waste 7,177 186 7,363 2 .5% 7,249 188 7,436 2 .5% 3554



1S YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
Existing Conditions

2001 2002

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent . Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper
OCC/Kraft 602 35 637 5 .4% 608 35 643 5.4%
Magazines 69 -- 0 69 0.0% 70 0 70 0.0%
Mixed Paper 565 0 565 0.0% 570 0 570 0.0%
Newspaper 327 0 327 0.0% ' . 330 0 330 0.0%
High Grade 91 0 91 0.0% 92 0 92 0.0%
Other Paper 380 0 380 0.0% 384 0 384 0.0%

Subtotal 2,035 35 2,070 1.7% 2,055 35 2,090 L7%
Plastic

	

- -
^HDPE

	

- 60 0 60 0.0% 61 0 ."

	

61 0.0%
PET 17 4 21 21 .1% 17 5 21 21 .1%
Film Plastics 213 0 213 0.0% 215 0 215 0.0%
Polystyrene 44 0 44 0.0% 44 0 44 0.0%
Other Plastic 180 0 180 ° -`

	

0 .0% 181 0 181 0.0%
Subtotal 513 4 .518 0.9% 518 5 523 0.9%

Mass
Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 5 0 5 0 .0%
CA Redemption Value 74 33 107 31 .3% . .

	

74 34 108 31 .3%
Other Recyclable 122 11 133 8 .4% 123 11 134 8.4%
Other Non-recyclable 37 0 37 0.0% 37 0 37 0.0%

Subtotal .

	

237 45 281 15.9% 239 45 284 15.9%
-Metals

Aluminum Cans 16 52 68 77.0% 16 53 69 . 77 .0%
OtherAluminum 17 9 26 34.8% 17 9 26 34 .8%
Bi-metal Cans

	

_ 9 0 9 0.0% 9 0 9 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cane 105 33 138 24.2% 106 34 140 24 .2%.
Other Ferrous 228 0 228 0.0% 230 0 230 0.0%
Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
White Goods 19 0 19 0.0% 19 0 19 0.0%

Subtotal 397 95 492 19.3% 401 96 497 19.3%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 770 0 770 0 .0% 778 0 778 0.0%
Branches and Brush 694 0 694 0.0% 701 0 701 0.0%

Subtotal 1,464 0 1,464 0.0% 1,478 0 1,478 0.0%
Organics

Food 621 0 621 0.0% 628 0 628 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 78 11 89 12.5% 79 11 90 12 .5%
Wood 529 0 529 0.0% 534 0 534 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 37 0 37 0.0% 37 0 37 0.0%
Manure 20 0 20 0.0% 20 0 20 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 261 0 261 0.0% 264 0 264 0.0%
Diapers 194 0 194 0.0% 1% 0 1% 0.0%
Other Organics 124 0 124 0 .0% 125 0 125 0.0%

Subtotal 1,864 11 . 1,875 0.6% 1,883 11 1,894 0.6%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 585 0 585 0.0% 590 0 590 0 .0%
Hazardous Waste 29 0 29 0.0% 29 0 29 0.0%
Appliances 31 0 31 0.0% 32 0 32 0.0%

Subtotal 645 0 645 0.0% .651 0 651 0.0%

Ash 36 0 36 0.0% 36 0 36 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge . 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 . 0 0.0%
Asbestos .

	

0 0 0 0.0% Q 0 0 0.0°~
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 .

	

0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 129 0 129 0.0% 131 0 131 0.0%

Subtotal 166 0 166 0 .0% 168 0 168 0.0%

Total Waste 7,321 190 7,511 2.5% 7,394 192 7,586 2 .5%
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
Existing Conditions

2003 2004
*WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal

	

I Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 615 35 650 5.4% 621 36 656 5.4%
Magazines 71 0 71 0.0% 71 0 71 0.0%
Mixed Paper 576 0 576 0.0% 582 0 582 0.0%
Newspaper 333 0 333 0.0% 337 0 337 0.0%
High Grade 93 0 93 0.0% 94 .

	

0 94 0.0%
Other Paper

	

. 388 0 388 0.0% 392 0 392 0.0%
Subtotal 2,076 35 2,111 1.7% 2,097 36 2,132 1 .7%

Plastic
HDPE 61 0 61 0.0% 62 0 62 0.0%
PET 17 5 22 21 .1% 17 5 22 21 .1%
Film Plastics 217 0 217 0.0% 220 0 220 0.0%
Polystyrene 44 0 44 0.0% 45 0 45 .

	

0.0%
Other Plastic 183 0 183 0.0% 185 0 185 0.0%

Subtotal 524 5 528 0.9% 529 5 533 0.9%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 75 34 109 313% 76 34 110 31 .3%
Other Recyclable 124 11 135 8.4% 125 11 137 8.4%
Other Non-recyclable 38 0 38 0.0% 38 0 38 0.0%

Subtotal 241 46 287 15.9% 244 46 290 15.9%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 16 53 69 77 .0% 16 54 70 77.0%
Other Aluminum 17 9 26 34.8% 17 9 26 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 9 0 9 0.0% 9 0 9 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 107 34 141 24.2% 108 34 143 24.2%0

/Other Ferrous 232
.

0 232 0.0% 234 0 234 0.0%
Other Non-ferrous 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
White Goods 19 0 19 0.0% . 20 0 20 0.0%

Subtotal 405 97 502 19.3% 409 98 507 19.3%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 785 0 785 0.0% 793 0 793 0.0%
Branches and Brush 708 0 708 0.0% 715 0 715 0.0%

Subtotal 1,493 0 1,493 0.0% 1,508 .

	

0 1,508 0.0%
Organics .

Food 634 0 634 0.0% 640 0 640 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 80 11 91 12 .5% 80 11 92 12 .5%
Wood 539 •

	

0 539 0.0% 545 0 545 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 38 . .,_

	

0 38 0.0% 38 0 38 0.0%
Manure 20 0 20 0.0% 21 0 21 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 0 266 0.0% 269 0 269 0.0%
Diapers 198 0 198 .-:

	

0.0% . 200 0 200 0.0%
Other Organics 126 0 126 _- . .0.0% 128 0 128 0.0%

. •

	

Subtotal 1,902 11 1,913 0.6% 1,921 11 1,932 0.6%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 596 0 596 0.0% 602 0 602 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 30 0 30 0.0% 30 0 30 0.0%
Appliances 32 0 .

	

32 0.0% 32 0 32 0.0%
Subtotal 658 0 658 0.0% 664 0 664 0.0%

Ash 36 0 36 0.0% 37 0 37 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

.Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% .

	

0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 132 0 132 0.0% 133 .

	

.

	

0 .

	

133 0.0%
Subtotal 170 0 170 0.0% 171 0 171 0.0%

Total Waste 7,468 193 7,662 2.5% 7,543 195 7,738 2 .5%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS
City of Farmersville - Existing Conditions

2005
WASTE TYPE

Disposal Diversion Generation
Diversion
Percent

Paper
OCC/Kraft 627 36 663 5.4%
Magazines 72 0 72 0.0%
Mixed Paper 587 0 .

	

587 0.0%
Newspaper 340 0 340 .0 .0%.
High Grade 95 0 95 0.0%
Other Paper 396 0 396 0.0%

Subtotal 2,118 36 2,154 1.7%
Plastic

HDPE 63 0 63 0.0%
PET 17 5 22 21:1%
Film Plastic's'-- - 222 0 222 0.0%
Polystyrene 45 0 45 0.0%
Other -Plastic 187 0 187 0.0%

Subtotal 534 5 539 0.9%
Glass

Refillable Beverage 5 0 5 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 77 35 111 31 .3%
Other Recyclable 127 12 138 8 .4%
Other Non-recyclable 38 0 38 0.0%

Subtotal 246 46 293 15 .9%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 16 55 71 77.0%
Other Aluminum 17 9 27 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 9 0 9 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 109 35 144 24.2%
Other Ferrous 237 0 237 0.0%
Other Non-ferrous 5 0 5 0 .0%
White Goods 20 0 20 0.0%

Subtotal 413 99 512 19.3%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 801 0 801 0.0%
Branches and Brush 722 0 722 0 .0%

Subtotal 1,523 .

	

0 1,523 0.0%
Organics

Food 647 0 647 0.0%
Rubberffires 81 12 93 12 .5%
Wood 550 0 550 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 38 0 38 0.0%
Manure 21 ..

	

0 21 .0.0%
Textiles/Leather 272 0 272 0.0%
Diapers 202 0 202 0.0%
Other Organics 129 0 129 0.0%

Subtotal 1,940 12 1,952 0.6%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 608 0 608 0.0%
Hazardous Waste • 30 0 30 0.0%
Appliances 33 0 33 0.0%

Subtotal 671 0 671 0.0%

Ash 37 0 37 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 '

	

0 0 .0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 135 0 135 0.0%

Subtotal 173 0 173 0.0%

Total Waste 7,618 197 7,816 2.5%

357
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville

	

.
With Program Implementation

1991 1992

~ASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper
OCCiKraft 545 31 577 5A% 551 32 582 5.4%
Magazines 63 0 63 0.0% 63 0 63 0.0%
Mixed Paper 511 0 .511 0.0% 516 0 516 0.0%
Newspaper 296 0 296 0.0% 299 0 299 0.0%
High Grade 83 0 83 0.0% 84 0 84 0.0%
Other Paper 344 0 344 0.0% 348 0 348 0.0%

Subtotal 1,842 31 1,874 1.7% 1,861 32 1,892 1.7%
Plastic

HDPE 55 0 55 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%
PET 15 4 19 21 .1% 15 4 19 21 .1%
Film Plastics 193 0 193 0.0% 195 0 195 0.0%
Polystyrene 39 0 39 0.0% 40 0 40 0.0%
Other Plastic 163 0 163 0.0% 164 0 164 0.0%

Subtotal 465 4 469 0.9% 469 4 473 0.9%
'lass

Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 C .0%
CA Redemption Value 67 30 97 313% 67 31 98 313%
Other Recyclable 110 10 120 8.4% 111 10 121 8.4%
Other Non-recyclable 33 0 33 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%

Subtotal 214 40 255 15 .9% 216 41 257 15.9%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 14 47 62 77 .0% 14 48 62 77.0%
Other Aluminum 15 8 23 34.8% 15 8 23 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 8 0 8 0.0% 8 0 8 0.0%

*Steel Food & Bev. Cans 95 30 125 24.2% 96 31 126 24.2%
- Other Ferrous 206 0 206 0.0% 208 0 208 0.0%

Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
White Goods 17 0 17 0.0% 17 0 17 0.0%

Subtotal 360 86 445 19 .3% 363 87 450 19.3%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 697 0 697 0.0% 704 0 704 0.0%
Branches and Brush 628 0 628 0.0% 635 0 635 0.0%

Subtotal 1,325 0 1,325 0.0% 1,338 0 1,338 0 .0%
brganics

Food 563 0 563 0.0% 568 0 568 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 71 10 81 12.5% 71 10 82 12.5%
Wood 479 0 479 0.0% 484 0 484 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue- 33 0 33 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Manure 18 0 18 0.0% 18 0 18 0.0%
Textiles/heather 236 0 236 0.0% 239 . 0 239 0.0%
Diapers 176 .

	

0 .

	

176 0.0% 177 0 177 0.0%
Other Organics 112 -

	

0 112 0.0% 113 0 113 0.0%
Subtotal 1,688 10 -

	

1,698 0.6% 1,705 10 1,715 0.6%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 529 0 529 0.0% 535 0 535 0.0%
Ilazardous Waste 26 0 26 0.0% 27 0 27 0.0%
Appliances 28 .

	

0 . 28 0.0% 29 0 29 0.0%
Subtotal 584 0 584 0 .0% 590 0 590 0 .0%

Ash 32 0 32 0.0% 33 0 33 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%0
Asbestos 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
AMrto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 117 0 117 0.0% 118 .

	

0 118 0.0%
_

	

Subtotal 150 0 150 0.0% 152 0 152 0.0%

Total Waste 6,628 172 6,799 2.5% 6,694 173 6,867 2.5% 'CH



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
With Program Implementation

1993 1994

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 556 32 588 5.4% 562 32 594 5.4%
Magazines 64 0 64 0.0% 65 0 65 0.0%
Mixed Paper 521 0 521 0.0% 527 0 527 0.0%
Newspaper 302 0 302 0.0% 305 0 305 0.0%
High Grade 84 0 84 0.0% 85 0 85 0.0%
Other Paper 351 0 351 0.0% 355 0 .355 0.0%

Subtotal 1,879 32 1,911 1 .7% 1,898 32 1,930 1 .7%
Plastic

HDPE 56 0 56 OM% 56 0 56 0.0%
PET- 15 4 20 21 .1% 16 20 21 .1%
Film Plastics 497 0 197 0.0% 199 0 199 0.0%
Polystyrene 40 0 40 0.0% 41 0 41 0.0%
Other Plastic 166 0 166 0.0% 168 0 168 0.0%

Subtotal 474 4 478 0.9% 479 4 483 0.9%
Mass --

Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 68 31 99 313% 69 31 100 313%
Other Recyclable 112 10 123 8 .4% 113 10 124 8.4%
Other Non-recyclable 34 0 34 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%

Subtotal 218 41 260 15.9% 221 42 262 15 .9%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 14 48 63 77.0% 15 49 63 77.0%
Other Aluminum 15 8 24 34.8% 16 8 24 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 8 0 8 0.0% 8 0 8 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 97 31 128 24.2% 98 31 129 24.2%
Other Ferrous 210 0 210 0.0% 212 0 -

	

212 0.0%
Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
White Goods 18 0 18 0.0% 18 0 18 0.0%

Subtotal 367 88 454 19.3% 370 88 459 19.3%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 711 0 711 0.0% 718 0 718 0.0%
Branches and Brush 641 0 641 0.0% 647 0 647 0.0%

Subtotal 1,352 0 1,352 0.0% 1,365 0 1,365 0.0%
Organics

Food 574 0 574 0.0% 580 0 580 0.0%
Rubber fires 72 10 82 12 .5% 73 10 83 12 .5%
Wood 488 0 488 0.0% 493 0 493 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 34 0 34 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Manure 19 0 19 0.0% 19 0 19 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 241 0 241 0.0% 244 0 244 0.0%
Diapers 179 0 179 0.0% 181 0 181 0.0%
Other Organics 114 0 114 0.0% 116 0 116 0.0%

Subtotal 1,722 10 1,732 0.6% 1,739 10 1,749 0.6%
ther Wastes

Inert Solids 540 0 540 0.0% 545 0 545 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 27 0 27 0.0% 27 0 27 0.0%
Appliances 29 0 29 0.0% 29 0 29 0.0%

Subtotal 596 0 596 0.0% 601 0 601 0.0%

Ash 33 0 33 0.0% 33 0 33 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%'
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0 .0%
Stuffed Fun ./Mattresses 120 0 120 0.0% 121 0 121 0.0%

Subtotal 154 0 154 0 .0% 155 0 155 0 .0%

Total Waste 6,761 175 6,936 2 .5% 6,828 177 7,005 2 .5%

..3S f



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
With Program Implementation

1995 1996
•WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 568 33 600 5.4% 573 33 606 5.4%
Magazines 65 0 65 0.0% 66 0 66 0.0%
Mixed Paper 532 0 532 0.0% 537 0 537 0.0%
Newspaper 273 35 308 11 .4% 276 35 311 11 .4%
High Grade 86 0 86 0.0% 87 0 87 0.0%
Other Paper 358 0 358 0.0% 362 0 362 0.0%

Subtotal 1,882 68 1,950 3.5% 1,901 68 1,969 3.5%
Plastic

HOPE 57 0 57 0.0% 57 0 57 0.0%
PET 12 8 20 41 .1% 12 8 20 41 .1%
Film Plastics 201 0 201 0.0% 203 0 203 0.0%
Polystyrene 41 0 41 0.0% 41 0 41 0.0%
Other Plastic 169 0 169 0.0% 171 0 171 0.0%

Subtotal 479 8 488 1.7% 484 8 493 1 .7%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 32 69 101 67.9% 33 69 102 67 .9%
Other Recyclable 93 33 125 26.0% 93 33 126 26 .0%
Other Non-recyclable 35 0 35 0.0% 35 0 35 0.0%

Subtotal 164 101 265 38.1% 165 102 268 38.1%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 10 54 64 84.8% 10 55 65 84.8%
Other Aluminum 16 8 24 34.8% 16 8 24 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 8 0 8 0 .0% 8 0 8 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev. Cams 99 .

	

32 130 24.2% 100 32 132 24.2%.
Other Ferrous 214 0 214 0.0% 217 0 217 0.0%
Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
White Goods 18 0 18 0.0% 18 0 18 0.0%

Subtotal 369 94 463 20.4% 373 95 468 20.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 440 285 725 39.3% 445 288 732 39.3%
Branches and Brush 369 285 654 43.6% 372 288 660 43 .6%

Subtotal 809 570 1,379 41.3% 817 576 1,393 41.3%
Organics

Food 585 0 585 0.0% 591 0 591 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 74 11 84 12.5% 74 11 85 12 .5%
Wood 498 0 498 0.0% 503 0 503 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 35 0 35 0.0% ' •

	

35 0 35 0.0%
Manure 19 0 19 0.0% 19 0 19 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 246 0 246 . .0.0% 248 0 248 0.0%
Diapers

	

. 183 0 -183 0.0% 185 0 . .'

	

185 0.0%
Other Organics 117 0 117 0 .0% 118 0 118 . 0.0%

Subtotal 1,756 11 1,767 0 .6% 1,774 11 1,784 0.6%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 551 0 551 0.0% 556 0 556 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 27 0 27 0.0% 28 0 28 0.0%
Appliances 29 0 -

	

29 0 .0% 30 0 30 0.0%
Subtotal 607 0 607 0.0% 614 0 614 0 .0%

Ash 34 0 34 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%

.Asbestos 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Sniffed Fum./Mattresses 122 0 122 0.0% 123 0 123 0.0%

Subtotal 157 0 157 0.0% 158 0 158 0.0%

Total Waste 6,224 852 7,075 12.0% 6,286 860 7,146 12.0% 340



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
With Program Implementation

1997 1998
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion 4

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

0CC/Kraft 579 33 612 5.4% 585 34 618 5.4%
Magazines 66 - .. .-

	

0 66 0.0% 67 0 67 0.0%
Mixed Paper 543 0 543 0.0% 548 0 548 0.0%
Newspaper 278 36 314 11 .4% 281 36 317 11 .4%
High Grade 88 0 88 0.0% 89 0 89 0.0%
Other Paper , 366 0 366 0.0% 369 0 369 0.0%

Subtotal 1,920 69 1,989 3.5% 1,939 70 2,009 3.5%
Plastic -

HDPE

	

- ''5858 0 58 0.0% 58 0 . .

	

58 0.0%
PET 12 8 20 41 .1% 12 8 21 . 41.1%
Film Plastics 205 0 205 207 0 207 0.0%
Polystyrene 42 0 42 0.0% 42 0 42 0.0%
Other Plastic 173 0 173 0.0% 174 0 174 0.0%

Subtotal 489 8 "_ . -,

	

497 1.7% 494 8 502 1.7%
Glass

Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 33 70 103 67.9% 33 71 104 67.9%
Other Recyclable 94 33 128 26 .0% 95 33 129 26.0%
Other Non-recyclable 35 0 35 0.0% 36 0 36 0.0%

Subtotal 167 103 270 38.1% 169 104 273 38.1%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 10 55 65 84 .8% 10 56 66 84 .8%
Other Aluminum 16 9 25 34.8% 16 9 25 34.8%
Bi-metal Cans 9 0 9 0.0% 9 0 9 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 101 32 133 24.2% 102 32 134 24.2°}
Other Ferrous 219 0 219 0.0% 221 0 221 0.0°,t!
Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
White Goods 18 0 18 0.0% 18 0 18 0.0%

Subtotal 377 96 473 20.4% 380 97 478 20.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 449 291 740 39 .3% 454 294 747 39 .3%
Branches and Brush 376 291 667 43 .6% 380 294 674 43 .6%

Subtotal 825 581 1,407 41.3% 833 587 1,421 41.3%
t~utcs

Food 597 0 597 0.0% 603 0 603 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 75 11 86 12.5% 76 11 87 12 .5%
Wood 508 0 508 0.0% 513 0 513 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 35 0 35 0.0% 36 0 36 0.0%
Manure 19 0 19 0.0% 19 0 19 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 251 0 251 0.0% 253 0 253 0.0%
Diapers 187 0 187 0.0% 188 0 188 0.0%
Other Organics 119 0 119 0.0% 120 0 120 0.0%

Subtotal 1,792 11 1,802 0.6% 1,809 11 1,820 0.6%
Uther Wastes -

Inert Solids 562 0 562 0.0% 567 0 567 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 28 0 28 0.0% 28 0 28 OM%
Appliances 30 0 30 0.0% 30 0 30 0.0%

Subtotal 620 0 620 0.0% 626 0 626 0.0%

Ash 34 0 34 0.0% 35 0 35 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0°
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 124 0 124 0.0% 126 0 126 0.0%

Subtotal 160 0 160 0.0% 161 0 161 0.0%

Total Waste 6,349 869 7,218 12.0% 6,412 877 7,290 12.0%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

-City of Farmersville
With Program Implementation

1999 2000
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCGKraft 591 34 624 5.4% 160 470 630 74.6%
Magazines 68 0 68 0.0% 49 20 69 .29 .0%
Mixed Paper 553 0 553 0.0% 398 161 559 28.8%
Newspaper 284 36 320 11 .4% 99 224 323 69.3%
High Grade 90 0 90 0.0% 28 63 91 69.2%
Other Paper 373 0 373 0.0% 269 109 378 28.8%

Subtotal 1,958 70 2,029 3.5% 1,003 1,047 2,050 51 .1%
Plastic

HDPE 59 0 59 0.0% 18 42 60 70.0%
PET 12 9 21 41 .1% 2 19 21 90.5%
Film Plastics 209 0 209 0.0% 150 61 211 28.9%
Polystyrene 43 0 43 0.0% 30 13 43 30.2%
Other Plastic 176 0 176 0.0% 127 51 178 28 .7%

Subtotal 499 9 507 1.7% 327 186 513 36.3%
'lass

Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 34 71 105 67.9% 11 96 107 89.7%
Other Recyclable 96 34 130 26.0% 30 102 132 77.3%
Other Non-recyclable 36 0 36 C.0% 36 0 36 0.0%

Subtotal 170 105 276 38.1% 81 198 279 71.0%
Metals

Aluminum Cam 10 57 67 84.8% 7 60 67 89.6%
Other Aluminum 16 9 25 34.8% 2 22 24 91 .7%
Bi-metal Cans 9 0 9 0.0% 6 2 8 25.0%
Steel Food

	

Bev . Cans 103 .

	

33 136 24.2% 65 72 137 52.6%
Other Ferrous

1 223 0 223 0.0% 69 156 225 69.3%
Other Non-ferrous 4 0 4 0.0% 3 1 4 25.0%
White Goods 19 0 19 0.0% 6 13 19 68.4%

Subtotal 384 98 482 20.4% 158 326 484 67.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 458 297 755 39.3% 234 528 762 69.3%
Branches and Brush 384 297 680 43.6% 211 476 687 69.3%

Subtotal 842 593 1,435 41.3% . 445 1,004 1,449 69.3%
Organics

Food 609 0 609 0.0% 438 177 615 28.8%
Rubber/Tires 77 11 87 12.5% 77 11 88 12.5%
Wood 518 0 -

	

518 0.0% 161 363 524 69.3%
Agri . Crop Residue 36 0 36 0.0% 36 0 .

	

36 0.0%
Manure 20 0 20 0.0% 20 0 20 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 256 ..

	

0 256 0.0% 258 0 258 0.0%
Diapers 190 0 190 0.0% _ 193 0 193 0.0%
'Other Organics 121 0 121 0.0% 123 -

	

0 123 0.0%
Subtotal 1,828 11 1,838 0.6% 1,306 551 ---- 1,857 29.7%

Other Wastes
Inert Solids 573 0 573 0.0% 177 403 580 69.5%
Hazardous Waste 28 0 28 0.0% 29 0 29 0.0%
Appliances 31 0 31 0.0% 31 0 31 0.0%

Subtotal 632 0 632 0 .0% 237 403 640 63.0%

Ash 35 0 35 0.0% 35 0 35 0 .0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

•Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% .

	

0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 .

	

1 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 127 0 127 0.0% 129 0 129 0.0%

Subtotal 163 0 163 0 .0% 165 0 165 0.0%
Total Waste 6,476 886 7,363 12 .0% 3,722 3,715 7,437 50 .0% 3Gt



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
With Program Implementation

2001 2002

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCCIKraft 162 475 636 74.6% 163 479 643 74.6%
Magazines 49 20 70 29.0% 50 20 70 29.0%
Mixed Paper 402 163 565 28.8% 406 164 570 28.8%
Newspaper 100 . 226 326 69.3% 101 229 329 69 .3%
High Grade 28 64 92 69.2% 29 64 93 69.2%
Other Paper 272 110 382 28 .8% 274 111 . 386 28.8%

Subtotal 1,013 1,057 2,071 51 .1% 1,023 1,068 2,091 51.1%
Plastic

HDPE 18 - .

	

42 61 '-<= 70 .0°6 18 43 61 70.04t
PET . 2 19 '21 - . 90 .5% 2 19 21 90.5%
Film Plastics 152 62 213 28.9% 153 . 62 215 28.9%
Polystyrene 30 13 43 30.2% 31 13 44 30.2%
Other Plastic 128 52 180 28.7% 130 -,

	

52 182 2&7%
Subtotal 330 188 518 36.3% 334 190 523 36.3%

Glass
Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 11 97 108 89.7% 11 98 109 89.7%
Other Recyclable 30 103 133 77.3% 31 104 135 77.3%
Other Non-recyclable 36 0 36 0.0% 37 0 37 0.0%

Subtotal 82 200 282 71 .0% 83 202 285 71.0%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 7 61 68 89.6% 7 61 68 89.6%
Other Aluminum 2 22 24 91 .7% 2 22 24 91.7%
Bi-metal Cans 6 2 8 25.0% 6 2 8 25.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 66 73 138 52.6% 66 73 140 52 .6
Other Ferrous 70 158 27 69.3% 70 159 230 69.31
Other Non-ferrous 3 1 '

	

4 25.0% 3 1 4 25.0%
White Goods 6 13 19 68.4% 6 13 19 68.4%

Subtotal 160 329 489 67.4% 161 333 494 67 .4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 236 533 770 69 .3% 239 539 777 69.3%
Branches and Brush 213 481 694 69.3% 215 486 701 69.3%

Subtotal 449 1,014 1,463 69.3% 454 1,024 1,478 69.3%
-brganics

Food 442 179 621 28.8% 447 181 627 28.8%
RubberiTires 78 11 89 12.5% 79 11 90 12.5%
Wood 163 367 529 69.3% 164 370 535 69.3%
Agri . Crop Residue 36 0 36 0.0% 37 0 37 0.0%
Manure 20 0 20 0.0% 20 0 20 0.0%
TextileslLeather 261 0 261 0.0% 263 0 263 0.0%
Diapers 195 0 195 0.0% 19'7 0 197 0.0%
Other Organics 124 0 124 0.0% 125 0 125 0.0%

Subtotal 1,319 557 1,876 29.7% 1,332 562 1,894 29.7%
ther Wastes

Inert Solids 179 407 586 69 .5% 181 411 592 69.5%
Hazardous Waste 29 0 29 0.0% 30 0 30 0.0%
Appliances 31 0 31 0.0% 32 0 32 0.0%

Subtotal 239 407 646 63 .0% 242 411 653 63.0%

Ash 35 0 35 0.0% 36 0 36 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0I
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 130 0 130 0.0% 132 0 132 0.0%

Subtotal 167 0 167 0.0% 168 0 168 0.0%

Total Waste 3,759 3,752 7,511 50.0% 3,797 3,790 7,586 50.0%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Farmersville
With Program Implementation

2003 2004

. WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

'aper
OCC/Kraft 165 484 649 74.6% 166 489 656 74.6%
Magazines 50 21 71 29 .0% 51 21 72 29.0%
Mixed Paper 410 166 576 28 .8% 414 168 582 28.8%
Newspaper 102 231 333 693% 103 233 336 69.3%
High Grade 29 65 94 69.2% 29 66 95 69.2%
Other Paper 277 112 389 28.8% 280 113 . 393 28.8%

Subtotal 1,033 1,079 2,112 51 .1% 1,044 1,090 2,133 51 .1%
Plastic

HDPE 19 43 62 70.0% 19 44 62 70.0%
PET 2 20 22 90.5% 2 20 22 90.5%
Film Plastics 155 63 217 28.9% 156 63 220 28.9%
Polystyrene 31 13 44 30.2% 31 14 45 30.2%
Other Plastic 131 53 183 28.7% 132 53 185 28.7%

Subtotal 337 192 529 36.3% 340 194 534 36.3%
Blass -

Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0% 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 11 99 110 89.7% 11 100 111 89.7%
Other Recyclable 31 105 136 77.3% 31 106 137 77.3%
Other Non-recyclable 37 0 37 0.0% 37 0 37 0.0%

Subtotal 83 204 287 71.0% 84 206 290 71 .0%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 7 62 69 89 .6% 7 62 70 89.6%
Other Aluminum 2 23 25 91.7% 2 23 25 91 .7%
Bi-metal Cans 6 2 8 25.0% 6 2 8 25.0%0 Steel Food & Bev . Cans 67 74 141 52.6% 68 75 143 52.6%
Other Ferrous 71 161 232 693% 72 162 234 693%
Other Non-ferrous 3 1 4 25.0% 3 1 4 25.0%
White Goods 6 13 20 68.4% 6 14 20 68.4%

Subtotal 163 336 499 67 .4% 164 339 504 67.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 241 544 785 69.3% 244 549 793 69.3%
Branches and Brush 217 490 708 693% 220 495 715 693%

Subtotal 458 1,034 1,493 69.3% 463 1,045 1,508 69.3%
Organics

Food 451 182 634 28 .8% 456 184 640 28.8%
Rubber/Tires 79 11 91 12 .5% 80 11 92 12 .5%
Wood 166 374 540 69 .3% 168 378 545 69.3%
Agri . Crop Residue

	

: 37 0 37 0.0% 37 0 37 --

	

0.0%
Manure 21 0 21 0.0% 21 0 21 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 266 0 266 0.0% 268 0 - 268 0.0%
Diapers 199 0 : -

	

199 0.0% 201 0 201 0.0%
Other Organics 127 0 -'

	

127 0.0% 128 0 128 0.0%
Subtotal 1,346 568 1,913 29 .7% --1,359 573 1,932 29.7%

'Other Wastes
Inert Solids 182 415 598 69.5% 184 419 604 69.5%
Hazardous Waste 30 0 30 0.0% 30 0 30 0.0%
Appliances 32 0 32 0.0% 32 0 32 0.0%

Subtotal 244 415 659 63.0% 247 419 666 63.0%

Ash 36 0 36 0 .0% 36 0 36 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 .0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 133 0 133 0.0% 134 0 134 0.0%

Subtotal 170 0 170 0.0% 172 0 172 0.0%

Total Waste 3,835 3,828 7,662 50.0% 3,873 3,866 7,739 50.0% 36Y



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS
City of Farmersville-With Program Implementation

2005
WASTE TYPE

Disposal Diversion Generation
Diversion

Percent
Paper

OCCIKraft 168 494 662 74.6%
Magazines 51 21 73 29.0%
Mixed Paper 418 169 588 28.8%
Newspaper 104 235 339 69.3%
High Grade 29 66 96 69 .2%
Other Paper 283 115 397 28 .8%

Subtotal 1,054 1,100 2,155 51 .1%
Plastic

HDPE 19 44 63 70.0%
PET 2 20 22 90.5%
Film Plastics 158 64 222 28.9%
Polystyrene 32 14 45 30.2%
Other Plastic 133 54 187 28.7%

-Subtotal 344 195 539 36.3%
-Blass

	

. . _
Refillable Beverage 4 0 4 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 12 101 112 89.7%
Other Recyclable 32 107 139 77.3%
Other Non-recyclable 38 0 38 0.09

Subtotal 85 208 293 71 .0%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 7 63 70 89.6%
Other Aluminum 2 23 25 91 .7%
Di-metal Cans 6 2 8 25.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 68 76 144 52.6%
Other Ferrous 73 164 236 69.3%
Other Non-ferrous 3 1 4 25.0%
White Goods 6 14 20 68.4%

Subtotal 166 343 509 67.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 246 555 801 69.3%
Branches and Brush 222 500 722 69.3%

Subtotal 468 1,055 1,523 69 .3%
Organics

Food 460 186 646 28.8%
Rubber/Tires 81 12 92 12 .5%
Wood 169 382 551 69.3%
Agri . Crop Residue 38 0 38 0.0%
Manure 21 0 21 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 271 0 271 0.0%
Diapers 203 0 203 0.0%
Other Organics 129 0 129 0.0%

Subtotal 1,373 579 1,952 29 .7%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 186 424 610 69.5%
Hazardous Waste 30 0 30 0.0%
Appliances 33 0 33 0.0%

Subtotal 249 424 673 63.0%

Ash 37 0 37 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fun./Mattresses 136 0 •

	

136 0 .0%
Subtotal 173 0 173 0 .0%

Total Waste 3,912 3,905 7,816 50.0%

•



S CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED . WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION #,94-36

FOR THE REDUCTION OF DIVERSION
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE CITY OF FARMERSVILLE

Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 9, Section 18775

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 41782 allows
reductions in the diversion and planning requirements
specified in Public Resources Code Section 41780, if a
city or county can demonstrate that achievement of the
mandated requirements is not feasible due to
geographical size or. low population density, and small
waste generation rates ; and

WHEREAS, Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations, Section 18775 allows for qualifying
jurisdictions to petition the Board for reductions in
planning and diversion goals mandated by Public
Resources Code Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has received a petition for
reductions in the diversion requirements from the City
of Farmersville ; and

WHEREAS, the City of Farmersville qualifies based on
geographic size, population density, and small'waste
generation rates to petition the Board for specified
reductions ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found that the request for
reduction in diversion requirements to allow the City
of Farmersville to achieve a 12 percent level of waste
diversion by January 1, 1995 is reasonable ; and

WHEREAS, the City has complied with Public Resources
Code Section 41782, and Title 14 of the California Code
of Regulations, Section 18775 ; and

WHEREAS, the Integrated Waste Management Local
Assistance and Planning Committee approved the staff
recommendation to allow the City of Farmersville to
reduce the short term diversion goals from 25 percent
to 12 percent;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
grants the reduction in diversion requirements for the
City of Farmersville to 12 percent for January 1, 1995 .



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if the City SRRE has not

	

•
been locally adopted and submitted to the Board . by the
deadline set in statute ; or, if the City SRRE is not
approved by the Board pursuant to the provisions of
Chapter 7, Part 2, of Division 30 of the Public
Resources Code (commencing with Section 41800), then
the diversion reductions granted above shall be deemed
revoked .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board on
February 23, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

3W?



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 23, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # a3

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Petition for Reduction in the
Diversion Requirements for the City of Lindsay.

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Local Assistance and Planning Committee discussed the item at
the February 9, 1994 meeting . At this meeting, the Committee
approved the City of Lindsay's request for a reduced diversion
requirement to 13 .5 percent . The Committee recommended that this
item be placed on the consent agenda at the February 23, 1994
Board meeting.

BACKGROUND:

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41780 requires that each city
and county divert 25 percent of its waste from landfills by 1995
and 50 percent by the year 2000 . Source Reduction and Recycling
Elements (SRRE) are prepared by the cities and counties as a
planning guide for meeting the diversion mandates (PRC Section
41000 and 41300) . The SRREs describe the programs which a
jurisdiction will use .to achieve 25 percent and 50 percent
diversion . PRC Section 41782 allows the California Integrated
Waste Management Board (Board) to grant reductions in planning
and diversion requirements .. Section 18775 of Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations (14 CCR), identifies the
qualifications that a jurisdiction must meet to petition the
Board for a reduction in the requirements.

An incorporated city must have specific characteristics in order'
to petition for a reduction . The , required characteristics are:

	

1 .

	

a geographic area of less than 3 square miles;
or

a population density of less than 1500 people per
square mile ; and

2.

	

a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards
per day or 60 tons per day.

Requested Reductions

The City of Lindsay is requesting a reduction of the 1995
diversion requirements to 13 .5 percent .
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ANALYSIS:

City Characteristics

The City of Lindsay is located in Tulare County, in the southeast
portion of the San Joaquin Valley . This area is predominantly
flat, but is bounded on the east by the foothills of the Sierra
Nevada mountains . The City is adjacent to the rural,
unincorporated area of Tulare County . The City is primarily an
agricultural-based economy with 10 orange packing houses, an
orange juice plant and a marmalade plant . The jobs associated
with these employers are primarily low-skill and low-wage . The
two largest employers in the City closed in 1992, significantly
impacting the economic base of the city . Jobs in the school,
government, and health care system are the high-skill and high-
wage jobs available within the City . The City of Lindsay has a
median household income of $20,773 and a population of 8,825.

The City of Lindsay meets the criteria to petition the Board for
reduced diversion and/or planning requirements . The City of
Lindsay has an area of 2 .4 square miles, and a waste generation
rate of 25 .6 tons per day.

Solid Waste Collection and Disposal

There are no permitted solid waste disposal facilities in the
City . Most of the solid waste generated in the City is disposed
of at the Woodville Disposal Site, 11 miles southwest of the
City.

Allied Disposal has an exclusive franchise contract with the City
of Lindsay, through December 1994, for the collection of solid
waste generated in the City . Subscription to Allied Disposal's
service is mandatory and all residential and commercial customers
are billed for the service by-the City . The City of Lindsay's
Public Works Department also provides special pick-up service
year-round and leaf pick-ups in the fall and winter of each year.

Current Diversion Programs

Currently 457 tons per year, or 4 .9 percent of the City's waste,
is diverted from disposal through source reduction and recycling.
Most of the current diversion is the result of the citizens of
Lindsay using other jurisdictions' programs.

The following table summarizes the diversion activities and
quantities diverted in 1990 .

•
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Diversion by Material Type
Tons per Year

Material Total Diversion Residential Non
Residential

OCC/Kraft 247 2 .64% 0 247

Mixed Paper 2 0 .02% 0 2

PET 3 0 .03% 3 0

Other Plastic 1 0 .01% 0 1

CRV Glass 26 0 .28% 26 0

Other Glass 9 0 .09% 9 0

Aluminum Cans 88 0 .94% 88 0

Other Aluminum 12 0 .13% 0 12

Other Ferrous 43 0 .46% 0 43

White Goods 14 0 .15% 0 14

Wood 12 0 .13% 0 12

Totals 457 4 .88% . 126 331

Existing Diversion Programs

► California Certified Redemption Centers.

► Landfill salvage program (recovered from self-haul loads).

► Reduced tipping fee for clean loads of yard waste.

► Commercial/Industrial programs that collect cardboard, mixed
paper, mixed plastic, and wood pallets.

The initial Solid Waste Generation Study identified 459 tons of
waste material as diverted by these and other programs in 1990;
this represents 4 .9 percent of the waste generated in the City.
This includes 2 tons per year of inert solids, which have been
excluded from the base year waste diversion levels as specified
in PRC 41781 .2 . The exclusion of these 2 tons does not
significantly affect the base year diversion rate of 4 .9 percent
for the City.

Proposed Diversion

The City plans on maintaining existing diversion programs . In
addition, the City plans on implementing new programs to increase
diversion levels to 13 .5 percent . The following programs will be

•

targeted by the City :
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► Pursue the development of a source separated yard waste
collection and processing program . The yard waste
collection program was identified in and selected from the
original preliminary draft SRRE . The City of Lindsay found
this program to be the most effective in diverting large
amounts of waste while keeping the fiscal realities facing
the City in mind.

► Promote public education programs associated with the yard
waste program.

► Develop plans for a curbside collection program for CA
redemption value cans and bottles as well as promote the use
of the CA Certified Redemption Center that serves the City.

► Develop a newspaper collection and drop off program with the
local school.

► Utilize the materials from the media kits provided by the
CIWMB, to the extent practical.

► As new markets for materials become available through the
Recycling Market .Development Zone, the City will investigate
the feasibility of diverting materials to such facilities.

► The City is also continuing to monitor purchasing decisions
to encourage the purchase of materials and products that are
recycled, that have minimal packaging, are supplied in bulk,
and are reusable, recyclable and divertable.

Proposed Plannin4 and Diversion Reductions

Reduction in the diversion requirements:
The City of Lindsay requests that the diversion level
required for the short-term planning period (1991-1995)
be reduced from 25 percent to 13 .5 percent.

The City is requesting this reduction for the following reasons:

a) The cost of implementing additional diversion programs
will be a significant hardship for the City due to the lack
of funding associated with the small size and waste
generation of the City (see table summarizing the current
Solid Waste budget for the City).

b) The City does not have the staff to pursue extensive
diversion programs . The Public Works Director is the staff
assigned for the City's solid waste activities .

	

•
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c) The City of Lindsay has primarily an agricultural-based
economy, and has a lack of commercial and industrial.
enterprises that could provide waste streams that are easily
and economically targeted for diversion programs.

Funding

The Solid Waste Budget for the City of Lindsay is funded through
monthly billings for service on residential and commercial solid
waste collection accounts, as well as a 23 percent franchise fee.
These services and franchise fee raise $514,000 annually (see
table below) . An additional $50,000 is proposed to fund the yard
waste collection and processing program through a proposed $4 .50
a month surcharge on residential solid waste collection accounts.
The surcharge is currently being studied and should become
effective in early 1994 . Even with the extra revenue from the
surcharge the Solid Waste budget expenditures exceed annual
revenues by $10,000, for fiscal year 1993-94, leaving a deficit
in the Solid Waste budget.

The proposed yard waste diversion program is anticipated to cost
between $4 .50 and $5 .00 per household per month . The City

_ . ..estimates that diversion programs to meet the full 25 percent
IOr diversion goal would add an additional $128,700 to annual

operating costs.

City of Lindsay - Solid Waste Budget
Fiscal Year 1993-94

Revenues $564 .000
Disposal Charges 510,000
Special Pickups 3 ,700

Misc . Receipts 300

Recycling Fee 50,000

Expenses $574,065
Salary 42,900
Overtime 1 ,000

Benefits 18 ,800

Dept . Operating Supplies 4,000
Shop Supplies 200

Vehicle Fuel & Oil 1 ,200

Vehicle Allowance 240

Vehicle Repair & Maintenance 5,500
Small Tools/Equipment 200

Contract Services : Allied Disposal 372,000
Communications, GTE 1 ,000
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Insurance 5,675

Repair & Maintenance Services 600

Other Services & Charges 1,500

Dues & Subscriptions 50

Training & Meetings 200

Franchise Fee Expense 24,000

Yard Waste Program & Recycling Pickup 50,000

Capital Outlay-Improvements (other than buildings) 5,000

Capital Outlay-Alley Repair 40 000

Staff Analysis

City Staff

Responsibility for administering the solid waste activities and
waste management programs within the City of Lindsay is placed
solely upon the Public Works Director . The tasks of bookkeeping
for billing and collection, and administration for franchise
contract services are provided by appropriate city staff . Duties
of the Public Works Director are summarized below.

► Plans and directs all solid waste activities within the City
limits.

► Responsible for the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989
compliance activities.

The City of Lindsay believes, based on their low population and
volume of solid waste, limited funding and staff, and lack of
local markets for recyclables that they will be able to reach an
alternative diversion goal of 13 .5 percent goal for the short
term period.

Board staff believe that the request for. a reduction of the
short-term goal to 13 .5 percent is a reasonable request
considering the demographic and economic characteristics of the
City of Lindsay.

Conclusion

The City of Lindsay qualifies, under the conditions of PRC
Section 41782 and 14 CCR Section 18775, to petition for a

City of Lindsay-Public Works Director

► Responsible for fourteen City functions beside solid waste
including: parks, water services, wastewater, buildings,
landscape districts, and agricultural irrigation .

•
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reduction in the diversion requirements . 14 CCR Section 18775
requires the petitioning jurisdiction to provide the following
information in its petition:

1. A general description of existing disposal and
diversion systems, including documentation of the types
and quantities of waste disposed and diverted;

2.

	

Identification of the specific reductions being
requested (i .e ., planning and/or diversion
requirements);

3.

	

Documentation of why attainment of diversion and
planning requirements is not feasible ; and

4.

	

The planning and diversion requirements that are
achievable, and why.

Board staff have reviewed the petition from Lindsay and found
that it complies with these requirements . Based on the
information provided in the petition, Board staff believe that
the diversion reduction requested by Lindsay is justified.

Board staff have worked with the consultant for the City of
Lindsay in the preparation of the petition . The current and
proposed programs outlined in the City's preliminary draft SRRE
and petition demonstrate the City's commitment to meeting the
intent of the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 . The City
of Lindsay has asked for the reduction based on limited staffing
and a lack of funds for implementing diversion programs . The
City has sufficiently demonstrated both of these conditions.

STAFF COMMENTS:

Board staff recommend that the Board consider the
Lindsay's petition for reduction in the diversion
13 .5 percent.

ATTACHMENTS

3 . Board Resolution # 94-37

Prepared by: Trevor M . Anderso,

Reviewed by: Toni Galloway

•

	

Reviewed by :	 JudithJ .Friedmanf_I,'a'OC

Legal Review :	 Date/Time2/(O(1 '(	 1 .(Z .

City of
requirements to

1. Copy of 14 CCR Section 18775
2. City of Lindsay reduction petition

Phone (916) 255-2309

Phone (916) 255-2653

Phone (916) 255-2555
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Section 18775 . Reduction in Diversion and Planning Requirements.

(a) A city or county may petition the Board, at a public hearing, to reduce the diversion requirements specified in
Public Resources Code section 41780, and planning requirements . To petition for a reduction, the city or county shall
present verification to the Board which indicates that achievement of the requirements is not feasible due to small
geographic size or low population density of the city or county and the small quantity of waste it generates . To quali.
to petition for a reduction in the diversion and planning requirements, a city or county must meet the following :

(1) For an incorporated city, a geographic area of less than 3 square miles or a population density of less than
1500 people per square mile and a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards per day or 60 tons per
day .

(2) For the unincorporated area of a county, a geographic area of less than 1500 square miles or a population
density of less than 10 people per square mile and a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards per day
or 60 tons per day.

b) Based on information presented at the hearing, the Board may establish reduced diversion requirements, and
alternative, but less comprehensive, planning requirements . A petitioner may identify those specific planning
requirements from which it wants to be relieved and provide justification for the reduction . Examples of reduced
planning requirements could include, but would not be limited to, reduced requirements for solid waste generation
studies, and reduced requirements and consolidation of specific component requirements . These reduced planning
requirements, if granted, must ensure compliance with Public Resources Code section 41782.

(c) Cities and counties requesting a reduction in the diversion and planning requirements must include the following
information in the reduction petition:

(1) A general description of the existing disposal and diversion systems, including documentation of the types
and quantities of waste disposed and diverted . Documentation sources may include, but are not limited to, the
following :

(A) Solid Waste Generation or Characterization Studies;

(B) Diversion data from public and private recycling operations;

(C) Current year waste loading information from permitted solid waste facilities used by the
jurisdiction;

	

(

(2) Identification of the specific reductions being requested (i .e . diversion or planning requirements or both);

(3) Documentation of why attainment of mandated diversion and planning requirements is not feasible.
Examples of documentation could include, but are not limited to:

(A) Evidence from the documentation sources specified in paragraph (c)(I) of this section;

(B) Verification of existing solid waste budget revenues and expenses from the duly authorized
designated representative of the city or county;

(4) The planning or diversion requirements that the city or county feels are achievable, and why.

(d) Cities and counties which petition the Board and receive a reduction in the diversion and planning requirements
pursuant to this section, shall fully address the following issues in an annual report submitted to the Board within 90
days of the anniversary date the reduction was originally granted, and each year thereafter until the Board-mandated
diversion levels are met:

(1) the city or county's current activities to establish and maintain source reduction and recycling
programs;

(2) changes in demographics in the city or county;

(3) changes in types and amounts of waste generated in the city or county;

(4) changes in funding sources for implementing the Elements or Plan;

(5) changes in markets for the city or county's recyclables.

(e) The Board may, upon review of the annual report, find that a revision or revocation of the reduction is necessary.
The Board shall present any such findings at a public hearing.

(f) If a regional agency is named in a regional agreement as the responsible entity for the achievement of the diversion •
requirements specified in PRC section 41780, neither the regional agency nor any member of the regional agency will be
eligible for a reduction in the diversion requirements of PRC section 41780.

NOTE : Authority cited : Section 40502, Public Resources Code . Reference : Section 41782, 41783 through
41786 and 41802, 40973 Public Resources Code .
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1 .0 SUMMARY

The City of Lindsay is committed to cooperating with the State to achieve the intentions of AB 939.

However, because of the fiscal impacts of other State-mandated programs, the small population

base of the City, limited City staff and financial resources, and limited commercial and industrial

businesses with corresponding significant waste volumes, the City of Lindsay will not be able to

feasibly achieve a 25% diversion rate by 1995. As an alternative, the City proposes to implement

targeted programs that it believes to be feasible and effective in producing a 13 .5% diversion rate

by 1995.

The City of Lindsay hereby petitions the California Integrated Waste Management Board and

requests that the Board consider the conditions facing the City and approve its petition for an

alternative diversion program.

2 .0 ELIGIBILITY TO PETITION THE BOARD

The City of Lindsay meets the criteria established by the CIWMB regulations for filing this

petition:

Geographic Areal	2 .4 square miles

Waste Generation Rate (1990) 2	25 .6 tons/day (43 cubic yards)

Sources :

	

Tom McCurdy, Director, City of Lindsay Public Works Department.

2 Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Lindsay, April 1992.

3 .0 TYPE OF PETITION

3 .1 Short-Term Planning Period

The City of Lindsay requests that the diversion level for the short term planning period (1991 -

1995) be reduced from 25% to 13 .5% because it cannot feasibly meet the diversion requirements in

an efficient and cost effective manner.

3 .2 Medium-Term Planning Period

The City also does not believe that is can feasibly meet the medium-term (1996-2000) diversion

requirement of 50% in an efficient and cost effective manner and intends to petition the CIWMB

prior to the year 2000 for a reduction in its medium-term diversion requirements . .
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4 .0 EXISTING CONDITIONS

4 .1 Geographic Setting and Physical Characteristics

The City of Lindsay is located in Tulare County, in the southeast portion of the San Joaquin

Valley. This area is predominantly flat, but is bounded on the east by the foothills of the Sierra

Nevada mountain chain. The City of Lindsay is 2.4 square miles in area and is surrounded by the

rural, unincorporated area of Tulare County.

4 .2 Population and Housing

The 1993 population of the City of Lindsay is estimated at 8,825 persons (California Department

of Finance Report 93 E-1, Population Estimates for California Cities and Counties, Official State

Estimates, May 1993) . The housing units in the City of Lindsay include 1818 single-family units,

644 multi-family units, 188 mobile homes, and 28 other residential units (State Census Data

Center, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1, Complete Tables).

4 .3 Economy

The City of Lindsay currently has an agricultural-based economy with approximately ten orange

packing houses which together employ the largest number of persons in the City . An orange juice

plant and a marmalade plant are also part of the agricultural-based economy . Jobs in the

agricultural-based sector are primarily low-skill and low-wage . Jobs in the school, government,

and health care sectors are the primary high-skill, high-wage paying jobs available within the City.

The median household income in 1989 was $20,773 (U .S. Census of 1990).

The two largest employers in the City closed in 1992, significantly impacting the economic base of

the City. Lindsay Olive which formerly was the largest employer in the City with approximately

450 employees closed and filed for bankruptcy in 1992. General Cable, a manufacturer of

telephone cable, and the second largest employer with approximately 140 employees also closed in

1992.

In the commercial sector, there are between 60 and 80 commercial retail and restaurant

establishments, between 30 and 40 office type uses, and approximately 25 medical-related offices

in the City. Currently, the downtown commercial area has a vacancy rate of approximately 20%,

and a shopping center located near the City boundary has about 6 vacancies out of the 15 retail

units. Because residents tend to shop in the nearby Cities of Visalia and Porterville, the City has
•
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experienced a significant reduction in retail sales tax revenue (Personal communication with Scott

Townsend, Planning Department, City of Lindsay, September 21, 1993).

The following lists the largest private sector employers in the City of Lindsay with their respective

employment figures:

• 75

r

	

•
Hit Products Corporation (irrigation equipment)

California Citrus Pulp Co. (marmalade base processor) 18-70

• Harvest Container Co ., Inc. (boxes, corrugated) 50

•f California Citrus Producers (fruit juices, frozen) 40-45

• Brogdex Company (chemical preparations) 38-48

•r Lindsay Olive Growers (olives packaged in cans, jars) 35

• Select Design Manufactures (furniture manufacturer) 35

• Apache Plastics LP (plastics, pipe) 25
J

	

• Arts Custom Cabinets, Inc. (wood kitchen cabinets) 16-25

• Chapman Welding Works (machine shop) 9

• Lindsay Cabinets (wood kitchen cabinets) 7

• Lindsay Gazette (newspapers) 4

•1 Mt Whitney Litho, Inc. (lithographing/printing) 4

• Select Meat Co. (meat processor) 4

•I Ag 2000 (agricultural supplier) 3

4 .4 Solid Waste Generation and Management

Solid Waste Generation

An Initial Solid Waste Generation Study was completed for the City pursuant to Article 6 .1 of the

Planning Guidelines issued by the CIWMB. The results of the study are summarized in Table 1.
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Table 1

SOLID WASTE GENERATION 1
(Tons/Year - 1990)

1 Solid Waste Generation data has been modified to exclude inert solids diverted through an asphalt -•'
recycling program pursuant to AB 2494.

2 Represents all non-residential diversion or incineration including industrial and self-haul.

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Lindsay, April • 1992.

The Initial Solid Waste Generation Study prepared for the City was part of a joint-regional study

conducted for all jurisdictions in Tulare County . The waste disposal characterization study was

performed using a quantitative field methodology. Waste disposal quantities were obtained

through County disposal records and quantity records from Allied Disposal, the City's contract

waste hauler . Residential and commercial loads for the region were- sampled and sorted to

determine the composition of wastes disposed of. Industrial/roll-off loads and self-haul loads for

the region were visually surveyed to determine the composition of wastes disposed of . Waste

diversion quantities were determined using jurisdiction-specific data from various diversion

programs and recycling facilities.

Disposal Sites .

There are no permitted solid waste disposal facilities or sites in the City of Lindsay . The

Woodville Disposal Site, located approximately 11 miles southwest of the City in the

unincorporated area of Tulare County, serves as the primary disposal site for waste generated

within the City. The landfill is owned and operated by Tulare County.

Collection Services

Allied Disposal has an exclusive franchise contract through December 1994 with the City of

	

•

Lindsay for the collection of solid waste disposed of in the City . Subscription to Allied Disposal's

Source

	

Disposed

	

Diverted

	

- Incinerated

	

Generated

Residential

	

3,525

	

126

	

0

	

3,651
Commercial

	

2,165

	

331 2	336 2	2,832
Industrial

	

496

	

0--

	

0

	

_ : .

	

496
Self-Haul

	

2,380

	

0

	

0

	

2,380

Total

	

8,567

	

457

	

336

	

9360
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service is mandatory and all residential and commercial customers are billed for the service by the

City. Collection services provided by Allied Disposal are automated and all residential and some

commercial customers are provided with 100-gallon autoniatic containers . Other commercial

customers use one-, two-, three-, and six-yard bins.

The City of Lindsay's Public Works Department also provides special pick-up service year-round

and leaf pick-ups in the fall and winter of each year.

Current Diversion Activities

The Initial Solid Waste Generation Study identified waste diversion quantities by collecting

jurisdiction-specific diversion data from various diversion programs and recycling facilities.

Diversion programs identified include the following:

California Certified Redemption Centers buy-back programs which collect PET California
redemption value (CRV) containers, glass CRV and other glass food and beverage
containers, and aluminum cans.

• Commercial/industrial programs that collect cardboard, mixed paper, mixed plastic, and
wooden pallets for recycling.

• A Landfill salvage program at the Woodville Disposal Site which recovers other aluminum
metals, other ferrous metals, and white goods from self-haul loads for recycling.

• Inert solids are diverted through an asphalt salvage program prior to reaching a disposal site.

• A reduced tipping fee is charged at the Woodville Disposal Site for disposal of clean loads of
yard and wood waste. These materials are processed and used as fuel for biomass or
cogeneration plants.

The Initial Solid Waste Generation Study identified 459 tons of waste materials that were diverted

by these programs in 1990 ; this represents 4.9% of the waste generated in the City . Table 2

presents a summary of the diversion activity by material type . Another 320 tons of yard waste and

16 tons of tires were diverted to transformation facilities in 1990.

•

1

I .
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,

DIVERSION BY MATERIAL TYPE
(Tons/Year - 1990)

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Lindsay, April 1992.

Assembly bill 2494 (Sher), Statutes of 1992, changed the method by which compliance with the

diversion requirements is determined from a generation based method to a disposal based method.

Assembly bill 2494 also specifies that for the purposes of determining the base amount of solid

waste from which the diversion requirements are calculated, "solid waste" does not include the

diversion of agricultural wastes, inert solids, white goods, and scrap metals unless all three of the

following criteria are met:

"(1) The city, county or regional agency demonstrates that the material was
diverted from a permitted disposal facility through an action by the city, county, or
regional agency which specifically resulted in the diversion.

(2) The city, county, or regional agency demonstrates that, prior to January 1,
1990, the solid waste which is claimed to have been diverted was disposed of at a
permitted disposal facility in the quantity being claimed as diversion.

(3) The city, county, or regional agency is implementing, and will continue to
implement, source reduction, recycling, and composting programs, as described in
its source reduction and recycling element".

Based on the provisions of AB 2494, the diversion quantities of other .aluminum and other ferrous

metals and whites goods recovered in the landfill salvage program are still included in the baseline

waste generation data. However, the diversion quantity of inert solids diverted through the asphalt
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Material

	

Residential

	

Non-Residential

OCGKraft

	

0

	

247
Mixed Paper

	

0

	

2
PET

	

3

	

0
Other Plastic

	

0

	

1

	

_
CRV Glass

	

26

	

0
Other Glass

	

9

	

0
Aluminum Cans

	

88

	

0
Other Aluminum --

	

0

	

12
Other Ferrous -

	

0

	

43
White Goods

	

0

	

14
Wood

	

0

	

12
Inert Solids

	

0

	

2

Total

	

126

	

333

•

•

383
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salvage program have been eliminated from the waste generation data because the three criteria

listed above are not met. Based on the elimination of this diversion activity from the baseline waste

generation data, the existing diversion tonnage is reduced from 459 tons to 457 tons ; the 4.9%

baseline diversion level remains unchanged.

Types of Waste Disposed and Diverted

A profile of the waste disposal and waste diversion streams, modified to excluded the inert solids

as described above, is included as Appendix I to this petition . Summaries of the types of waste

disposed of and diverted in the City of Lindsay are provided in Figures 1 and 2.

I

I
I

1

Figure 1

WASTE DISPOSAL COMPOSITION SUMMARY

Other 9 .1%
Special 2.4%

Organics 25.8% .

Yard Waste 18 .1%

Glass 3 .3%

Metals 5 .6%

Note : Disposal percentages do not include the 336 tons of waste transformed in 1990.

~Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Lindsay, April 1992.

I
I
•

I
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Figure 2

WASTE DIVERSION COMPOSITION SUMMARY

Glass 7.7%

. __ Paper 54.5%

	

Metals 34 .4%

Yard Waste 0%
Other Waste 0%
Special Waste 0%

Plastic 0.9%

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Lindsay, April 1992.

5 .0 REASONS WHY A 25% DIVERSION LEVEL CANNOT BE ACHIEVED

5 .1 Programs Selected in the SRRE

A summary of the new diversion and education and public information programs initially selected

in the City's SRRE for implementation in the short-term planning period is provided below. Table

3 summarizes the estimated program costs and material diversion rates to be realized if each of

these new programs were implemented.

Source Reduction Programs

1 . Public Education and Technical Assistance programs including:

a. Provide technical assistance to businesses and consumers / homeowners through
workshops and seminars on source reduction techniques and activities.

b. Provide public education efforts through the media, the school system, and City offices
programs to increase awareness of source reduction and waste management issues.

c. Provide public recognition and awards to individuals and businesses that implement
source reduction activities.
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d. Promote backyard composting and xeriscaping.

e. Promote the use of cloth diapers in lieu of disposables.

2. Rate Modification programs including:

a. The City will consider the practicality of modifications to the current residential
collection rate structure to a quantity-based user fee for both commercial and residential
collection; the City will continue its quantity-based user fee for commercial waste
collection.

b. Disposal fee modification to encourage the delivery of segregated loads to the landfill of
certain divertable materials . (Note: The County of Tulare will develop this program.
Should the County choose not to implement this alternative, the City does not have the
authority to modify disposal fees, and therefore this alternative would not be
implemented.)

3 . Regulatory programs to encourage source reduction on the part of local government, private
businesses, and City residents including:

a. A City offices procurement program and policy to encourage source reduction through
purchasing decisions . Purchase preferences will be extended to materials and products
that have minimal packaging, are supplied in bulk, and are reusable, recyclable, and
durable.

Recycling Programs

4. Develop a residential curbside recycling program to collect and recycle aluminum and tin cans,
PET, HDPE, newspaper, CA redemption and other recyclable glass.

5 . Develop a multi-family recycling program to collect and recycle aluminum and tin cans, PET,
HDPE, newspaper, CA redemption and other recyclable glass.

6. Develop a commercial / industrial recycling program to collect and recycle ferrous metals,
newspaper, and corrugated cardboard . -

7. The County currently salvages materials at the Woodville Disposal Site . This program would
expand the salvaging program and would recover corrugated cardboard, all metals, and inert
solids from roll-off boxes and self-haul loads . This program will be developed and operated
by the County, with assistance from the City.

Composting Programs

8. Establish a residential yard waste collection program.

9. Establish/expand a yard and wood waste drop-off program at the County landfills.

10. Develop a windrow composting system.
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Special Waste Programs

11. Land application of sewage sludge for non-agricultural purposes.

Education and Public Information Programs

12. Outreach efforts including:

• Coordination with Community Groups and Government Agencies
• Coordination with Non-Profit Organizations
• Participation in Local Events

13 . Technical Assistance efforts including :'::°

• Junk Mail Reduction Program
• Brochures
• How-to Information
• Technical Assistance
• Recycling Videos

14. Public Awareness efforts including:

• Environmental Shopping Campaign.
• Contests and Displays
• Promotional Materials

15. Education efforts including:

• Environmental Education Curriculum
• Special Assemblies, Field Trips

Summary of Programs Selected and Cost

The estimated program costs and material diversion to be realized through implementation of the

programs initially selected in the City's SRRE for the short-term planning period are presented in

Table 3.

5 .2 Barriers to Successful Program Implementation

The factors present in the City of Lindsay which present significant barriers to successful

implementation of programs that would allow the City to achieve the 25% diversion goal include

limited availability of City staff and lack of funding associated with the small size of the City and

corresponding waste generation . Additionally, the lack of commercial and industrial enterprises of

significant size that would provide waste streams that are easily and economically targeted for

implementation of diversion programs contribute to the City's inability to achieve the 25%

diversion goal . The conditions associated with limited staff availability and funding sources are

further described below.

City of Lindsay - C/WMB Petition

	

Page 10



J

SRRE

. Table 3

PROPOSED SHORT-TERM DIVERSION PROGRAMS -
Estimated Program Cost and Material Diversion'

Initial Material
Program Year's Cost Annual Cost Diversion %

Source Reduction Pro

1 . Public EducationlFechnical Assistance 2 2

2. Rate Structure Modifications 3 3 0%

3. Regulatory Programs 3 3

Recycling Programs

4. Residential Curbside Recycling $25,500 $31,800 23%

5. Multi-family Curbside Recycling $3,000 $7,950 0.5%

6. Commercial/Industrial Recycling $17,700 $24,000 2.6%

7. County Landfill Salvage Programs 4 4 2 .8%

Composting Programs

8. Residential Yard Waste Collection $36,850 $38,700 4.1%

9. Yard and Wood Waste Drop-off 5 5 7 .8%

10. Windrow Composting System $32,800 $50,200 8

Special Waste Programs

11 . Land Application of Sewage Sludge 6 6 N/A

Education and Public Information Programs

12. through 15 . $6,000 $6,000 N/A

Program Coordinator for Recycling/ $8,750 $8,750 N/A
Comoosting/Public Education Programs?

.

TOTAL $130,600 $167,400 20.1%9

Costs include the planning, implementation, and monitoring of programs.
2 Costs are included in the education and public information program.
3 Costs are included in existing programs.
4 Costs are borne by the County.
5 Assumes expansion of yard-waste drop ,pff pro grams operated at the County landfills and that the

costs will be borne by the County.
6 No additional costs are expected with continuation of this program.
7 SRRE coordinator to be shared between four Cities (Woodlake, Exeter, Farmersville, and Lindsay);

this plan has already been abandoned due to lack of funds.
•

	

8 Diversion percentage included in above composting programs.
9 With existing diversion of 4 .9%, total future diversion would be 25%.

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Lindsay, April 1992.

I
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Limited Availability of City Staff

The City has limited staff available to coordinate and monitor the implementation and operation of

new activities such as waste diversion and recycling programs. The City's SRRE included plans

for hiring a Program Coordinator for recycling, composting, and public education programs to be

shared with the Cities of Woodlake, Exeter and FarmeFsville ; however, this plan had to be

abandoned due to lack of adequate financial resources . Thus, program implementation must now

be coordinated by the remaining staff resources who have other responsibilities concerning the

City's operations.

Coordination and implementation of the education and public information programs, source

reduction, recycling, and con .posting programs proposed to achieve a 25% diversion level will

significantly impact the work-load of the existing staff.

Program Costs vs . Revenue Sources

Estimated initial and annual program costs for the programs initially selected in the SRRE that were

designed to achieve the additional 20.1% diversion level for a total diversion level of 25% are

summarized in Table 3 . The total initial program costs incurred directly by the City are estimated to

be $130,600, while the annual program costs are estimated to be $167,400 per year.

Implementation of these programs will substantially impact the financial resources of the City.

Given the limited solid waste budget presented below, it is clear that the City cannot feasibly meet

the diversion requirements in an efficient and cost effective manner.

The potential revenue source initially identified in the City's SRRE to fund these programs was an

increase in the solid waste collection rate structure. Solid waste collection in the City is financed

by monthly billings for service on residential and commercial solid waste collection accounts . The

City bills for both the residential and commercial collection service that Allied Disposal provides,

and collects a 23% franchise fee . The City's franchise fee is used to cover expenses associated

with the waste management system as follows:
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The Public Works Director is responsible for solid waste programs as well as AB 939 compliance.

This individual is also responsible for managing fourteen other City . . functions such . as parks,

water, wastewater, buildings, landscape districts, and agricultural irrigation . The - salary figure

presented in the Solid Waste Budget (Table 4), includes bookkeeping for billing and collection and

administrative services for franchise contract .

•



I

• Billing and collection : 9%

• Alley repairs (from waste collection truck damage) : 5%

• Franchise fee: 5%

• Leaf Pick-up (2 times/year) : 4%

Included in the $28.00/ton tipping fee at the County owned and operated landfills is a $1 .00

surcharge for countywide household hazardous waste programs and a $3 .47 surcharge for

County-sponsored diversion programs ..

The current rate for residential solid waste collection is $10 .40/month for one, 100-gallon
container. The collection rates are not adjusted annually for cost of living increases and are only

adjusted to include increases in the County's landfill tipping fees as a pass-through cost from the

hauler. The residential collection rate was increased from $9 .50/month in 1991 to the current rate
of $10.40/month to reflect increases in the County's ' landfill tipping fees . For commercial solid
waste collection, the current rates range from $12 .00/month for one, 100-gallon container to
$45.45/month for a 3-yard bin (once per week pick-up) to $227 .75/month for a 6-yard bin (three

times per week pick-up) . Increases in the commercial collection rates in 1991, ranged from 20% to

50%, depending on the bin size and number of pickups per week.

Table 4 summarizes the City's solid waste budget for Fiscal Year 1993-94.

For Fiscal Year 1993/94, the City's Budget allocated $574,000 for solid waste collection and

related services, while the estimated revenue is $564,000 . As noted in Table 4 above, the City's

solid waste budget includes contingent revenues from a proposed $1 .90/month/residential account

surcharge that would be used to fund a pilot residential yard waste collection and processing

program. This fee is currently being studied and should be implemented in the next few months.

With the adoption of the recycling fee and implementation of this program in addition to other

existing and planned programs as currently planned, the City could achieve a 13 .5% diversion
level . Funding :for:implementation of all of the programs required to meet the 25% diversion goal

in an efficient and cost effective manner is not economically and feasible for the City.

Additionally, the small population and economic base of the City places a strict limitation on the

options for additional fees or taxes levied against local citizens and/or businesses:

I
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Table 4

CITY OF LINDSAY - SOLID WASTE BUDGET
Fiscal Year 1993-94

Expenses

Salary 42,900
Overtime 1,000
Benefits ..18,800

- Dept . Operating Supplies 4,000
= 'Shop Supplies 200

Vehicle Fuel & Oil - 1,200 .	_ ,.
Vehicle Allowance 240
Vehicle Repair & Maintenance 5,500
Small Tools/Equipment 200
Contract Services : Allied Disposal 372,000
Communications, GTE 1,000
Insurance 5,675
Repair & Maintenance Services 600
Other Services & Charges 1,500
Dues & Subscriptions 50
Training & Meetings 200
Billing and Collection 24,000
AB 939 Brush & Recycling Pickup 50,000
Capital Outlay - Improvements (other 5,000

than buildings)
Capital Outlay - Machines & Equipment 0
Capital Outlay - Alley Repair 40,000

Total Expenses $574,065

Revenue

Disposal Charges 510,000
Special Pickups 3,700
Misc. Receipts 300
Recycling Fee l 50,000

Total Revenue $564,000

I Proposed 51 .90/month/residential account recycling fee to be considered by City
Council by the end of 1993; would become effective January 1994.

Source: City of Lindsay 1993-1994 Fiscal Budget and Tom McCurdy, Director.
City of Lindsay Public Works Department.
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5 .3 Cost Impact of Full Implementation of SRRE Programs

The median household income for the City of Lindsay is substantially below that for California in

general. The local economic base is small and the City, like most other jurisdictions in the State, is

concerned about the continued viability of its local businesses and industries . To the extent

possible the City atiempts to minimize the burden that the cost of local programs and services

places on its residents and businesses.

To achieve a 25% diversion rate through full implementation of the programs listed in the City's

SRRE, the City's annual solid waste budget (Table 4) would have to be increased by at least 40%,

to over $800,000. The increases that would be required in the average residential and commercial

refuse collection rates to fund these expenses would be significant.

Recent trends in the residential and commercial refuse collection rates and the increase that would

be required to fund full implementation of the SRRE programs are shown in Figures 3 and 4. The

1994 rates shown in Figure 3 reflect the increase that will be required to fund the alternative

diversion program proposed in this petition .

Figure 3

Residential Refuse Collection Rates
$/home/month

I
I
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Figure 4

Commercial/Industrial Refuse Collection Rates
Monthly Cost for Weekly Pick-up ells 3-yard Bin

6 .0 PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE WASTE DIVERSION PLAN

The City of Lindsay is committed to pursuing a waste reduction program that is effective in

increasing the diversion of materials from local landfills but is also responsive to the fiscal realities

of the City . Table 5 presents an alternative waste diversion plan for the short-term planning period

based on modifications of programs selected for implementation in the SRRE. The land

application of sewage sludge program would also be implemented under this alternative diversion

plan.

The City is implementing a source separated yard waste collection program on a pilot basis that will

target yard waste from the residential sector . The program will be implemented city-wide, but will

be considered to be a pilot program prior to 1995 so that any problems encountered can be solved.

Residents will be given a 105 gallon cart in which to deposit all yard waste . This program is

anticipated to cost between $4.50 and $5.00/household/month. The City's refuse hauler will

collect the yard waste weekly on a separate collection mute. Initially, the yard waste will be hauled

to the transfer and processing site at the County landfill . Yard waste materials collected at this site
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would be converted into cogeneration or biomass fuel . Since this site is used by more than one

jurisdiction, records will be kept of the amount of yard waste delivered by each jurisdiction.

Prior to the end of 1994, the yard waste materials will be diverted to a mulching operation

developed in eastern Tulare County. Additionally, at least one private operator has announced

plans for a composting facility that will serve the Tulare County area . As this or other facilities

become available, the City will evaluate the merits and costs of taking the yard waste to one of

these facilities.

The City is currently developing plans for a residential curbside collection program . for California

redemption value cans and bottles . The City is also developing a newspaper collection and drop

off program with three local elementary schools . Newspapers collected by the students Will be

deposited in a bin provided by the City . When full, the City will haul the bin to a local processor.

After deducting transportation costs, the City will forward proceeds from the sale of the newspaper

to the school for use on school programs. As new markets for materials become available through

the local Recycling Market Development Zone, the City will investigate the feasibility of diverting

materials to such facilities . The purchasing agent for the City will continue to monitor purchasing

decisions to encourage the purchase of materials and products that are recycled, that have minimal

packaging, are supplied in bulk, and are reusable, recyclable and divertable.

The City will promote participation in the yard waste, curbside collection, and newspaper drop off

programs, as well as continued use of the AB 2020 center through printed materials distributed

with utility and tax bills. Special mailings and posters will be utilized as needed to announce the

beginning or any major changes in the program. To the extent practical, the City will utilize

materials from the media kit distributed by the CIWMB for mailings or for fliers, notices, or other

materials distributed through the school system or mailed directly to residents and businesses 	 `.

7 .0 MEDIUM-TERM DIVERSION PROGRAMS .

The City also does not believe that it can feasibly achieve a 50% diversion level by the year 2000,

and therefore intends to petition the CIWMB prior to the year 2000 for a reduction in this diversion

mandate as well . At that time, the City will provide a report on the status of its existing diversion

programs. The tentative medium-term diversion programs identified in the SRRE are summarized

in Table 6, and include programs that would be deferred from implementation in the short-term

planning period as a result of this petition . These programs are tentative until an alternative,

• reduced waste diversion plan would be reviewed by the CIWMB relative to the 50% diversion

goal.
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Table 5

PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE WASTE DIVERSION PLAN

Diversion
Tons/Yr.

Percent
Diversion

Diversion Program 1995 1995

Existing Programs l 510 4.9%

Residential Yard Waste Collection'- - 793 -_7.6%_
Program and local processing program

School Collection & Drop-off of Newspaper 51 0.5%

Residential Curbside Recycling Program 2 51 0.5%

Total 1,405 13.5%

1 Existing diversion (1990) without inert solids.
2 Proposed program entailing collection of CA redemption value materials by a non-profit

organization.

8 .0 SOLID WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

Revised fifteen-year projections of the waste disposal and diversion quantities by material type

expected to be realized before and after the City implements the waste diversion programs

described in Section 6 .0 Proposed Alternative Waste Diversion Plan, above and presented in
Section 7 .0 Medium-Term Diversion Programs, are provided in Appendix II . These fifteen-year
projections are based on the revised baseline waste generation data that excludes the inert solids

that are diverted. A projected growth rate of 2 .2% per year was assumed, based on the City's
SRRE.

•
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Table 6

TENTATIVE MEDIUM-TERM DIVERSION PROGRAMS
Estimated Material Diversion

Program
Material
Div

	

tern on %

Source Reduction Programs

1 . Public Education/Technical Assistance . 0 .8%

2. Rate Modification 0%

3. Regulatory Programs 0%

Recycling Programs

4. Residential Curbside Recycling 83%

5. Multi-family Curbside Recycling 2.1%

6. Commercial/Industrial Recycling 10.2%
a. Material Recovery Operation

7. County Landfill Salvage Programs' 6 .4%

Composting Programs

8. Residential Yard Waste Collection 6.4%

9. Yard and Wood Waste Drop-off 11 .0%
a. Collect Alternative Feedstocks

10 . Windrow Composting System2 N/A

Special Waste Programs

11 . Land Application of Sewage Sludge3 N/A

Education and Public Information Programs

12 . through 15.

Program Coordinator for Recycl in Q/

-- N/A

N/A
Composting/Public Education Programs

TOTAL

	

45.2%4

f

I

I

I

I

1

I

I

I

I

I

I May be implemented in the short-term planning period.
2 Diversion percentage included in above programs.
3 May be counted towards diversion goal in the future.
4 With existing diversion of 4 .9%, total future diversion would be 50 .1%.

Source: Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Lindsay . April 1992.

I
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Appendix I

Solid Waste Generation Profiles

.0
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I

I

I.

1

City of Lindsay - Waste Disposal Profile (1991 Landfill Sampling Data)

OCC/Kratt

	

5.74%

	

14.97%

	

12 .64%

	

6 .08%

	

8 .57%
Magazines

	

1 .33%

	

0 .93%

	

0 .10%

	

0 .61%

	

0 .96%
Mixed Paper

	

9.23%

	

10 .42%

	

5 .98%

	

3 .99%

	

7.89%
Newsprint

	

7.14%

	

3 .99%

	

0 .51%

	

1 .91%

	

4.51%
High Grade

	

0.71%

	

3 .11%

	

0 .77%

	

0 .80%

	

1 .34%
Other Paper

	

6.58%

	

8 .07%

	

2 .98%

	

1 .52%

	

5 .34%
Subtotal Paper

	

30.73%

	

41 .49%

	

22.98%

	

14 .91%

	

28.61%

HDPE

	

1 .05%

	

1 .04%

	

1 .28%

	

0 .21%

	

0 .83%
PET

	

0.40%

	

0 .19%

	

0 :02%

	

0.08%

	

0 .24%
Film Plastics

	

3.40%

	

3 .72%

	

5 .02%

	

1 .03%

	

2 .92%
Polystyrene

	

0.45%

	

0 .70%

	

0 .34%

	

0.87%

	

0 .62%
Other Plastic

	

2.73%

	

3 .20%

	

3 .05%

	

1 .40%

	

2 .50%
Subtotal Plastic

	

8.03%

	

8 .85%

	

9 .71%

	

3.59%

	

7 .10%

Refillable Beverage

	

0 .05%

	

0.00%

	

0 .00%

	

0.15%

	

0.06%
CA Redemption Value

	

1 .26%

	

1 .13%

	

0.18%

	

0 .80%

	

1 .04%
Other Recyclable

	

2 .51%

	

2.02%

	

0 .31%

	

0 .48%

	

1 .69%
Other Non-Recyclable

	

0 .61%

	

0.66%

	

0.04%

	

0 .34%

	

0.51%
Subtotal Glass

	

4 .43%

	

3 .81%

	

0.53%

	

1 .77%

	

3.31%

Aluminum Cans

	

0 .30%

	

0.24%

	

0.02%

	

0 .10%

	

0.21%

' I

	

Residential

	

Commercial

	

Industrial

	

Self Haul

	

Total

Other Aluminum

	

0 .30%

	

.

	

0 .38%

	

0.05%

	

0 .04%

	

0.23%
BI-metal Cans

	

0 .00%

	

0.00%

	

0.10%

	

0 .44%

	

0 .13%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans

	

2 .38%

	

1 .47%

	

0 .04%

	

0 .34%

	

1 .45%
Other Ferrous

	

2.48%

	

4.72%

	

2 .76%

	

3 .14%

	

3 .25%
Other Non-ferrous
White Goods

	

0.09%
0.00%

	

0.06%
0.00%

	

0.05%
_0 .28%0.15%

	

0 .02%
0.96%

	

0 .06%

Subtotal Metal

	

5 .55%

	

6.87%

	

3 .17%

	

5 .04%

	

5 .60%

Leaves and Grass

	

16.15%

	

4.21%

	

1 .77%

	

9 .26%

	

10 .38%
Branches and Brush

	

5 .27%

	

2 .21%

	

10 .67%

	

15 .67%

	

7 .70%
Subtotal Yard Waste

	

21 .42%

	

6.42%

	

12 .44%

	

24.93%

	

18 .08%

Food

	

12 .40%

	

9.51%

	

2 .29%

	

3.53%

	

8 .62%
Rubber/Tires

	

0 .53%

	

1 .77%

	

0 .06%

	

1 .10%

	

0 .97%
Wood

	

1 .68%

	

4 .07%

	

22.33%

	

15 .63%

	

7 .36%
Agri . Crop Residue

	

0 .00%

	

0 .38%

	

1 .42%

	

1 .23%

	

0 .52%
Manure

	

0 .06%

	

0 .00%

	

.-.0.00%

	

0 .97%

	

0 .29%
Textiles/Leather

	

3 .83%

	

3 .72%

	

5 .33%

	

2 .80%

	

3 .60%
Diapers

	

4 .53%

	

2 .70%

	

0 .10%

	

0 .44%

	

2 .67%
Other Organics .-

	

2 .10%

	

2 .55%

	

0 .36%

	

0 .82%

	

1 .76%
Subtotal Organics

	

25.13%

	

24.70%

	

31 .89%

	

26 .52%

	

25 .80%

= Inert Solids

	

3 .04%

	

6 .46%

	

18 .65%

	

15 .30%

	

8 .21%
Hazardous Waste

	

0 .47%

	

0.83%

	

0 .01%

	

0 .04%

	

0 .41%
Appliances

	

0 .51%

	

.

	

0 .57%

	

0 .03%

	

0 .29%

	

0 .44%
Subtotal Other Wastes

	

4 .02%

	

7.86%

	

18 .69%

	

15 .63%

	

9 .07%

Ash

	

0.00%

	

-

	

0 .00%

	

0 .02%

	

1 .91%

	

0 .53%
Sewage Sludge

	

0.00%

	

0 .00%

	

0 .00%

	

0 .00%

	

0 .00%
Industrial Sludge

	

0.00%

	

0 .00%

	

-

	

0 .00%

	

0 .00%

	

0.00%
Asbestos

	

0.00%

	

0 .00%

	

0 .00%

	

0.00%

	

0.00%
Auto Shredder Waste

	

0.00%

	

0 .00%

	

0 .00%

	

0.00%

	

0.00%
Auto Bodies

	

0.00%

	

0 .00%

	

0 .20%

	

0.00%

	

0.01%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses

	

0 .69%

	

0 .00%

	

0 .37%

	

5.70%

	

1 .89%
Subtotal Special Wastes

	

0.69%

	

0 .00%

	

0 .59%

	

7.61%

	

2.43%

Total

	

100.00%

	

100 .00%

	

100.00%

	

100.00%

	

.100.00%



City of Lindsay Waste Generation

	

(Tons/Year-1990)

Disposal - Trans- Diversion Generation'
Component Residential Commercial Industrial Self Haul Total formation Tot

OCC/Kraft 202 324 63 145 734 0 247 98
Magazines 47 20 0 15 82 0 0 82
Mixed Paper 325 226 30 95 676 0 2 678
Newsprint 25V 86 3 45 386 0 -0 386
High Grade 25 67 4 19 115 0 0 115
Other Paper 232 175 15 36 458 0 0 458
Paper 1,083 898 114 355 - 2,451 0 249 2,700

HDPE 37 23 6 5 71 0 0 71
PET 14 4 0 2 20 0 3 23
Film Plastic 120 81 25 . 25 250 .0 0 250
Polystyrene -

	

16-- . 15 2 =

	

21 53 0 0 53 --
Other Plastic 96 . 69 15 33 214 0 1 215
Plastic 283 192 48 — '-85 608 0 4 612

Refillable Bev. 2 0 0 . 4 5 0 0 5
CA Redem. Value 44 24 - 1 19 89 0 26 115
Other Recyclable 88 44 -

	

" 2 11 145 0 9 154
Other Non-Recyc. 22 14 0 8 44 0 0 44
Glass 156 82 3 42 . 283 0 35 . 318

Aluminum Cans 11 5 0 2 18 0 88 106
Other Aluminum 11 8 0 1 20 0 12 32
8i-metal Cans 0 0 0 10 11 0 0 11
Steel Cans 84 32 0 8 124 0 0 124
Other Ferrous 87 102 14 75 278 0 43 321
Other Non =ferrous 3 1 0 0 5 0 0 5
White Goods - 0 0 1 23 24 0 `14 38
Metals 196 149 16 120 480 0 157 637(

Leaves/Grass 569 91 9 220 890 16 0 906
Branches/Brush 186 48 53 373 659 304 0 963
Yard Waste 755 139 62 593 1,549 320 0 1,869

Food 437 206 11 84 738 0 0 738
Rubber/Tires 19 38 0 26 83 16 0 100
Wood 59 88 111 372 630 0 12 642
Agri .Crop Residue 0 8 7 29 45 0 0 45
Manure 2 0 0 23 25 0 •

	

0 25
Textiles/Leather 135 81 26 67 309 0 0 309
Diapers 160 58 0 10 229 0 0 229
Other Organics 74 55 2 20 151 0 0 151
Organics 886 535 158 631 2,210 16 12 2,238

Inert Solids 107 140 93 364 704 0 0 704
Hazardous Waste 17 18 0 1

	

_ 36 0 0 36
Appliances 18 12 0 7 37 0 0 37
Other Waste 142 170 93 372 777 0 0 777

Ash 0 0 0 45 46 0 0 46
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Asbestos 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Auto Shred . Wst . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Auto Bodies 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1
Stuffed Fum./tvlatt . 24 0 2 136 162 0 0 162
Special Waste 24 0 3 181 208 0 0 208

Total 3,525 2,165 496 2,380 8,567 336 457 9,360

349
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
Existing Conditions

1991 1992
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

0CC/Kraft 750 252 1,003 25.2% 767 258 1,025 25.2%
Magazines 84 0 84 0.0% 86 0 86 0.0%
Mixed Paper 691 2 693 0.3% 706 2 708 0.3%
Newspaper 394 0 394 0.0% 403 0 403 0.0%
High Grade 1 18 0 -118 0.0% 120 0 120 0.0%
Other Paper 468 0 468 0.0% 478 0 478 0.0%

Subtotal 2,505 254 2,759 9.2% 2,560 260 2,820 9.2%
Plastic

HDPE 73 0 73 0.0% 74 0 74 0.0%
PET 20 3 24 13 .0% 21 3 24 13 .0%
Film Plastics 256 0 256 0.0% 261 0 261 0.0%
Polystyrene 54 '

	

0 54 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%
Other Plastic 219 1 220 0.5% 224 1 225 0.5%

Subtotal 621 4 625 0.7% 635 4 639 0.7%
Glass

Refillable Beverage 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 91 27 118 ' 22 .6% 93 27 120 22.6%
Other Recyclable 148 9 157 5.8% 151 9 161 5.8%
Other Non-recyclable 45 0 45 0.0% 46 0 46 0.0%

Subtotal 289 36 325 11 .0% 296 37 332 11 .0%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 18 90 108 83.0% 19 92 111 83 .0%
Other Aluminum 20 12 33 37.5% 21 13 33 37.5%
Hi-metal Cans 11 0 11 0.0% 11 0 11 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 127 0 127 0.0% 130 0 130 0.0%
Other Ferrous . 284 44 328 13 .4% 290 45 335 13 .4%
Other Non-ferrous 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
White Goods 25 14 39 36.8% 25 15 40 36.8%

Subtotal 491 160 651 24.6% 501 164 665 24.6%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 926 0 926 0.0% 946 0 946 0.0%
Branches and Brush 984 0 984 0.0% '1,006 0 1,006 0.0%

Subtotal 1,910 0 1,910 0.0% 1,952 0 1,952 0.0%
rganics

Food 754 0 754 0.0% 771 0 771 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 101 0 101 0.0% 103 0 103 0.0%
Wood 644 12 656 1 .9% 658 13 671 1 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue ` 46 0 46 0.0% 47 0 47 0.0%
Manure 26 0 26 0.0% 26 0 26 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 316 0 316 0.0% 323 0 323 0.0%
Diapers 234 0 234 - 0.0% 239 0 239 0.0%
'Other Organics 154 0 154 0.0% -

	

158 0 158 0.0%
Subtotal 2,275 12 2,287 0.5% 2,325 13 2,338 0.5%

tither Wastes
Inert Solids 719 0 719 0.0% 735 0 735 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 37 0 37 0.0% 38 0 38 0.0%
Appliances 38 0 -

	

38 0.0% 39 0 39 0.0%
Subtotal 794 0 794 0.0% 812 0 812 0.0%

Ash 47 0 47 0.0% 48 0 48 0.0% .
Sewage Sludge 0 0 .

	

0 0 .0% 0 0 0 . 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% .0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 166 0 166 0.0% 169 0 169 0.0%

Subtotal 214 0 214 0.0% 218 0 218 0.0%

Total Waste 9,099 467 9,566 4.9% 9,299 477 9,776 4.9%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay ,

Existing Conditions

1993 1994
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 784 264 1,047 -. . 25.2% 801 269 1,070 25.2%
Magazines

	

.. 88 0 88 0.0% 89 0 -

	

-

	

89 0.0%
Mixed Paper 722 2 724 03% 737 2 740 0.3%
Newspaper 412 0 412 0.0% a 421 0 421 0.0%
High Grade 123 0 123 0.0% 125 0 125 0 .0%
Other Paper 489 0 489 0.0% 500 0 500 0.0%

Subtotal 2,616 266 2,882 9.2% 2,674 272 2,946 9.2%
Plastic

HDPE 760 .76 0.0% - - 77 0 77 0.0%
PET 21 3 '-- 25 13 .0% - 22 3 25 13 .0%
Film Plastics

	

- . 267 0 267 0.0% 273 0 273 0.0%
Polystyrene 57 0 - 57 - - 0.0% 58 0 58 0.0%
Other Plastic 228 1 230 0.5% 233 1 '

	

235 0.5%
Subtotal 649 4 653 0.7% 663 4 . , 668 0.7%

Glass
Refillable Beverage 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 95 28 123 22.6% 97 28 125 22 .6%
Other Recyclable 155 10 164 5.8% 158 10 168 5 .8%
Other Non-recyclable 47 0 47 0.0% 48 0 48 0.0%

Subtotal 302 37 339 11 .0% 309 38 347 11 .0%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 19 94 113 83.0% 20 96 116 83 .0%
Other Aluminum 21 13 34 37.5% 22 13 35 37.5%
Bi-metal Cam 12 0 12 0.0% 12 0 12 0.0%

. Steel Food & Bev . Cans 132 -

	

0 132 0.0% 135 0 135 0.0%
Other Ferrous 297 46 343 13 .4% 303 47 350 13 .4%
Other Non-ferrous 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
White Goods 26 15 41 36.8% 26 15 41 36.8%

Subtotal 512 168 680 24 .6% 524 171 695 24.6%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 967 0 967 0.0% 988 0 988 0.0%
Branches and Brush 1,028 0 1,028 0.0% 1,051 0 1,051 0 .0%

Subtotal 1,995 0 1,995 0.0% 2,039 0 2,039 0.0%
Organics

Food 788 0 788 0.0% 805 0 805 0 .0%
Rubber/Tires 106 0 106 0.0% 108 0 108 0.0%
Wood 673 13 685 1 .9% 687 13 700 1 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue 48 0 48 0.0% 49 0 49 0.0%
Manure 27 0 27 0.0% 27 0 27 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 330 0 330 0.0% 337 0 337 0.0%
Diapers 244 0 244 0.0% 250 0 250 0.0%
Other Organics 161 0 161 0.0% 165 0 165 0.0%

Subtotal 2,376 13 2,389 0.5% 2,428 13 2,442 0.5%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 751 0 751 0.0% 768 0 768 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 38 0 38 0.0% 39 0 39 0.0%
Appliances 39 0 39 0.0% 40 0 40 0 .0%

Subtotal 829 0 829 0.0% 848 0 848 0.0%

Ash 49 0 49 0 .0% 50 0 50 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies I 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses . 173 0 173 0.0% 177 0 177 0.0%

Subtotal 223 0 223 0.0% 228 0 228 0.0%

Total Waste 9,504 488 •

	

9,991 4 .9% 9,713 499 10,211 4 .9% 'jot



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
Existing Conditions

1995 1996
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 818 275 1,094 25.2% 836 281 1,118 25.2%
Magazines 91 0 91 0.0% 93 0 93 0.0%
Mixed Paper 754 2 756 03% 770 2 773 0.3%
Newspaper 430 0 430 0.0% 440 0 440 0.0%
High Grade 128 0 128 0.0% 131 0 131 0.0%
Other Paper 511 0 511 0.0% 522 0 . 522 0.0%

Subtotal 2,733 278 3,010 9.2% 2,793 284 3,077 9.2%
Plastic

HDPE 79 0 79 0.0% 81 0 81 0.0%
PET 22 3 26 13 .0% 23 3 26 13 .0%
Film Plastics 279 0 279 0.0% 285 0 285 0.0%
Polystyrene 59 0 59 0.0% 60 0 60 0.0%
Other Plastic 239 1 240 0.5% 244 1 245 0.5%

Subtotal 678 4 682 0.7% 693 5 697 0.7%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 99 29 128 22.6% . 101 30 131 22.6%
Other Recyclable 162 10 172 5.8% 165 10 175 5.8%
Other Non-recyclable 49 0 49 0.0% 50 0 50 0.0%

Subtotal 316 39 355 11.0% 322 40 362 11 .0%
Metals

Aluminum fans 20 98 1 18 83.0% 21 100 121 83 .0%
Other Aluminum 22 13 36 37.5% 23 14 36 37.5%
Bi-metal fans 12 0 12 0.0% 13 0 13 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 138 .

	

0 138 0.0% 141 0 141 0.0%
Other Ferrous 310 48 358 13 .4% 317 49 366 13 .4%
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 27 16 42 36.8% 27 16 43 36.8%

Subtotal 535 175 710 24.6% .

	

547 179 726 .

	

24 .6%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 1,010 . 0 1,010 0.0% 1,032 0 1,032 0.0%
Branches and Brush 1,074 0 1,074 0.0% 1,097 0 1,097 0.0%

Subtotal 2,084 0 2,084 0.0% 2,130 0 2,130 0.0%
brganics

Food 823 0 823 0.0% 841 0 841 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 110 0 110 0.0% 113 0 113 0.0%_
Wood 702 13 716 1 .9% 718 14 732 1 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue 50 0 50 0.0% 51 0 '

	

51 0.0%
Manure 28 0 . . . .

	

28 0.0% 28 0 28 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 345 0 345 0.0% 352 0 352 0.0%
Diapers 255 - 0 255 0.0% 261 0 261 0.0%
Other Organics 168 0 168 0.0% 172 0 172 0.0%

Subtotal 2,482 13 2,495 0.5% 2,536 14 2,550 0.5%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 785 0 785 0.0% 802 0 802 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 40 0 40 0.0% 41 0 41 0.0%
Appliances 41 0 -

	

41 0.0% 42 0 42 0.0%
Subtotal 866 0 866 0.0% 885 0 885 0.0%

Ash 51 0 51 0.0% 52 0 52 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% . .

	

0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 181 0 181 0.0% 185 - 0 185 0.0%

Subtotal 233 0 233 0.0% 238 0 238 0.0%

Total Waste 9,926 510 10,436 4.9% 10,145 521 10,666 4.9%

•



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
Existing Conditions

1997 1998

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper

	

._,.

OCGKraft 855 288 1,142 25 .2% . -.874 294 1,168 25 .2%

Magazines • -• - 95 0 95 0.0% 98 0 . . . .

	

98 0.0%

Mixed Paper 787 2 790 0.3% 805 2 807 03%

Newspaper 450 0 450 0.0% - 459 0 459 0.0%

High Grade 134 0 134 0.0% 137 0 137 0.0%

Other Paper 533 0 533 0.0% 545 0 545 0.0%

Subtotal 2,854 290 3,144 9.2% 2,917 296 3,213 9.2%

Plastic
HDPE 83 0 83 0.0% 85 0 --

	

85 0.0%

PET 23 3 27 13 .0% 24 27 13 .0%

Film Plastics 291 "-`'

	

0 291 0.0% 298 0 298 0.0%

Polystyrene 62 0 62 0 .0% 63 0 63 0.0%

Other Plastic - `349 1 250 0.5% 255 1 256 . 03%
Subtotal .

	

708 5 713 0.7%
-

724 5 728 _ 0.7%

Class
Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 104 30 134 22 .6% 106 31 137 22.6%

Other Recyclable 169 10 179 5 .8% 173 11 183 5.8%

Other Non-recyclable 51 0 .

	

51 0 .0% 52 0 52 0.0%
Subtotal 330 41 370 11 .0% 337 42 378 11.0%

Metals
Aluminum Cans 21 102 123 83 .0% 21 105 126 83 .0%

Other Aluminum 23 14 37 37 .5% 24 14 38 37.5%

Hi-metal fans 13 0 13 0 .0% 13 0 13 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 144 -

	

0 144 0.0% 148 0 148 0.0%
Other Ferrous 324 50 374 13 .4% 331 51 382 13 .4%
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0 .0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 28 16 44 36 .8% 29 17 45 36.8%

Subtotal 559 183 742 24.6% 571 187 758 24.6%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 1,055 0 1,055 0 .0% 1,078 0 1,078 0 .0%
Branches and Brush

	

•. 1,121 0 1,121 0 .0% 1,146 0 1,146 0 .0%
Subtotal 2,177 0 2,177 0.0% 2,224 0 2,224 0.0%

Organics
Food 859 0 859 0 .0% 878 0 878 0 .0%

Rubber/Tires 115 0 115 0 .0% 118 0 118 0 .0%

Wood 734 14 748 1 .9% 750 14 764 1 .9%

Agri . Crop Residue 52 0 52 0.0% 54 0 54 0 .0%
Manure 29 0 29 0 .0% 30 0 30 0 .0%

Textiles/Leather 360 0 360 0.0% 368 0 368 0 .0%

Diapers 267 0 267 0.0% 273 0 273 0 .0%

Other Organics 176 0 176 0.0% 180 0 180 0 .0%
Subtotal 2,592 14 2,606 0.5% 2,649 14 2,664 0.5%

Ot er Wastes
Inert Solids 820 0 820 • 0.0% 838 0 838 0.0%

Hazardous Waste 42 0 42 0.0% 43 0 43 0.0%

Appliances 43 0 43 0.0% 44 0 44 .

	

0.0%

Subtotal 905 0 905 0.0% 925 0 925 0.0%

Ash 54 0 54 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%

Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%'
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Auto Bodies 1 •

	

0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0.0%

Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 189 0 189 0.0% 193 0 193 0.0%

Subtotal 243 •

	

0 243 0.0% 249 0 249 0.0%

Total Waste • 10,368 532 10,900 4.9% 10,596 544 11,140 4.9% '10V'



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
Existing Conditions

1999 2000
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent'Paper
OCGKraft 893 300 1,193 25.2% 912 307 1,219 25.2%Magazines 100 0

	

100 0.0% 102 0

	

102 0.0%Mixed Paper 822 2

	

825 03% 840 2

	

843 03%
Newspaper 470 0

	

470 0.0% 480 0

	

480 0.0%High Grade 140 0

	

140 0.0% 143 0

	

143 0.0%
Other Paper 557 0 557 0.0% 569 0

	

569 0.0%
Subtotal 2,981 303 3,284 9.2% 3,047 310 3,356 9.2%

Plastic
HDPE 86 0 86 0.0% 88 0 88 0.0%
PET 24 4 28 13 .0% 25 4 29 13 .0%
Frlm Plastics 304 0 304 0.0% 311 0 311 0.0%
Polystyrene . 64 0 64 0.0% 66 0 66 0.0%
Other Plastic 260 1 262 0.5% 266 1 267 0.5%

Subtotal 740 5 744 .0.7% 756 5 761 0.7%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 108 32 140 22 .6% 111. 32 143 22 .6%
Other Recyclable 176 11 187 5.8% 180 11 191 5 .8%
Other Non-recyclable 54 0 54 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%

Subtotal 344 43 387 11 .0% 352 44 395 11.0%
Metals

Aluminum ! Pans 22 107 .

	

129 83.0% 22 109 132 83.0%
Other Aluminum 24 15 39 37.5% 25 15 40 373%Bi-metal Cans 13 0 13 0.0% 14 0 14 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 151 0 151 0.0% 154 0 154 0.0%Other Ferrous . .

	

338 52 390 13 .4% 346 53 399 13 .4%Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 29 17 46 36.8% 30 17 47 36.8%

Subtotal 584 191 775 24.6% 597 195 792 24 .6%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 1,102 0 1,102 0.0% 1,126 0 1,126 0.0%
Branches and Brush 1,171 0 1,171 0.0% 1,197 0 1,197 0.0%

Subtotal 2,273 0 2,273 0.0% 2,323 0 2,323 0.0%
Organics

Food 898 0 898 0.0% 917 0 917 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 120 0 120 0.0% -123 0 123 0.0%
Wood 766 15 781 1 .9% 783 15 .

	

798 1 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue 55 0 55 0.0% 56 0 56 0.0%Manure 30 0 30 0.0% 31 0 31 0.0%Textiles/Leather 376 0 376 0.0% 384 0 384 0.0%
Diapers

	

- 279 0 279 0.0% 285 0 - . 285 0.0%
*Other Organics

	

. . 184 0 184 0.0% 188 0 188 0.0%
Subtotal 2,708 15 2,722 0.5% 2,767 15 2,782 0.5%

Other Wastes
Inert Solids 856 0 856 0.0% 875 0 875 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 44 0 44 0.0% 45 0 45 0.0%
Appliances 45 0 45 0.0% 46 0 46 0.0%

Subtotal 945 0 945 0.0% 966 0 966 0.0%

Ash 56 0 56 0.0% 57 0 57 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 I 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 197 0 197 0.0% .

	

201 0 201 0.0%
Subtotal 254 0 254 0.0% 260 0 260 0.0%

Total Waste 10,829 556 11,385 4.9% 11,067 568 11,635 4 .9%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
Existing Conditions

2001 2002
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 933 314 1,246 25 .2% 953 321 1,274 25 .2%
Magazines 104 0 104 0.0% 106 0 106 0.0%
Mixed Paper 859 3 861 03% 878 3 880 0.3%
Newspaper 490 0 490 0.0% 501 0 501 . 0.0%
High Grade 146 0 146 0.0% 149 0 149 0.0%
Other Paper 582 0 582 0.0% 595 0 595 0.0%

Subtotal 3,114 316 3,430 9.2% 3,182 323 3,506 9.2%
Plastic

HDPE . .90 0 90 -: 0.0% 92 92 • -

	

0.0%
PET 25 -

	

4 29 13 .0% 26 4 30 13 .0%
Film Plastics 318 0 318 ._0.0% 325 0 325 0.0%
Polystyrene 67 0 67 0.0% 69 0 -

	

.69 0 .0%
Other Plastic 272 1 273 •

	

0 .5% 278 1 279 0.5%
Subtotal 772 5 778 0 .7% 789 5 795 0.7%

Mass

	

.
Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 113 33 146 22.6% 116 34 149 22 .6%
Other Recyclable 184 11 196 5.8% 188 12 200 5.8%
Other Non-recyclable 56 0 56 0.0% 57 0 57 0.0%

Subtotal 360 44 404
-

11 .0% 367 45 413 11.0%
Mefals -

Aluminum Cans 23 112 .

	

135 83 .0% 23 114 138 83 .0%
Other Aluminum 25 15 41 37 .5% 26 16 42 37.5%
Bi-metal Cans 14 0 .

	

14 .

	

0 .0% 14 0 14 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 158 0 158 0 .0% 161 0 -161 0.0%
Other Ferrous 353 55 408 13 .4% 361 56 417 13 .4%
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 30 18 48 36.8% 31 18 49 36 .8%

Subtotal 610 199 809 24.6% 623 204 827 24.6%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 1,151 0 1,151 0.0% 1,176 0 1,176 0.0%
Branches and Brush 1,223 0 1,223 . 0 .0% 1,250 0 1,250 0 .0%

Subtotal 2,374 0 2,374 0 .0% 2,427 0 2,427 0.0%
Organics

Food 938 0 938 0.0% 958 0 958 0 .0%
Rubber/fires 126 0 126 0 .0% 129 0 129 0 .0%
Wood 800 15 816 1 .9% 818 16 834 1 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue 57 0 57 0.0% 58 0 58 0.0%
Manure 32 0 32 0.0% 32 0 32 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 393 0 393 0.0% 401 0 . 401 0.0%
Diapers 291 0 291 0.0% 297 0 297 0.0%
Other Organic 192 0 192 0.0% 196 0 1% 0.0%

Subtotal 2,828 15 2,843 0.5% 2,890 16 2,906 0.5%
ther Wastes

Inert Solids 894 0 894 0.0% 914 0 914 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 46 0 46 0.0% 47 0 47 0.0%
Appliances 47 0 47 0.0% 48 0 48 0.0%

Subtotal 987 0 987 0.0% 1,009 0 1,009 0.0%

Ash 58 0 58 0.0% 60 0 60 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 . 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 .0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 206 0 206 0.0% 210 0 210 0.0%

Subtotal 266 .

	

0 266 0.0% 271 0 271 0.0%

Total Waste 11,311 581 11,891 4.9% 11,560 593 12,153 •

	

4.9%
YoC9



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
Existing Conditions

	

.

2003 2004

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper
OCC/Kraft 974 328 1,302 25.2% 995 335 1,330 25.2%
Magazines 109 0 109 0.0% 111 0 111 0.0%
Mixed Paper 897 3 900 0.3% 917 3 919 0.3%
Newspaper 512 0 512 0.0% 523 0 523 0.0%
High Grade 153 0 153 0.0% 156 0 156 (10%
Other Paper 608 0 608 0.0% 621 0 621 0.0%

Subtotal 3,252 330 3,583 9.2% 3,324 338 3,662 9.2%
Plastic

HDPE 94 0 94 0.0% 96 0 96 0.0%
PET 27 4 31 13 .0% 27 4 31 13 .0%
Film Plastics 332 0 332 0.0% 339 0 339 0.0%
Polystyrene 70 0 70 0.0% 72 0 72 0.0%
Other Plastic 284 1 285 0.5% 290 1 292 0.5%

Subtotal 807 5 812 0.7% 825 5 830 0.7%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 7 0 7 0.0% 7 0 7 0 .0%
CA Redemption Value 118 35 153 22.6% 121 35 156 22.6%
Other Recyclable 192 12 204 5.8% 197 12 209 5.8%
Other Non-recyclable 58 0 58 0.0% 60 0 60 0.0%

Subtotal 376 46 422 11 .0% 384 47 431 11.0%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 24 117 141 83 .0% 24 119 144 83 .0%
Other Aluminum 27 16 42 37.5% 27 16 43 37.5%
B1-metal Cans 15 0 15 0.0% 15 0 15 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 165 0 165 0.0% 168 0 168 0.0%
Other Ferrous 369 57 426 13 .4% 377 58 435 13 .4%
Other Non-ferrous 7 0 7 0.0% 7 0 7 0.0%
White Goods 32 19 50 36.8% 33 19 52 36.8%

Subtotal 637 208 845 24 .6% 651 213 864 . 24.6%
Yard Waste

L.eaves and Grass 1,202 0 1,202 0.0% 1,229 0 1,229 0.0%
Branches and Brush 1,278 0 1,278 0.0% 1,306 0 1,306 0.0%

Subtotal 2,480 0 2,480 0.0% 2,535 0 2,535 0 .0%
organics

Food 979 0 979 0.0% 1,001 0 1,001 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 131 0 131 -

	

0 .0% 134 0 134 0.0%
Wood 836 16 --852 1 .9% 854 16 871 1 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue 60 0 60 0.0% 61 0 61 0.0%
Manure 33 0 33 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 410 0 410 0.0% 419 0 419 0.0%

: Diapers 304 0 304 0.0% 311 0 311 0.0%
Other Organics

	

. .

	

. 200 0 200 0.0% 205 0 205 0.0%
Subtotal 2,954 16 2,970 0.5% 3,019 16 3,035 0.5%

Other Wastes
Inert Solids 934 0 934 0.0% 955 0 955 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 48 0

-

	

48 0.0% 49 0 49 0 .0%
Appliances 49 0 49 0.0% 50 0 50 0.0%

Subtotal 1,031 0 1,031 0.0% 1,054 0 1,054 0.0%

Ash 61 0 61 0.0% 62 0 62 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 .0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 215 0 215 0.0% 220 0 220 0.0%

Subtotal 277 0 277 0.0% 283 0 283 0.0%

Total Waste 11,814 606 12,420 4 .9% 12,074 620 12,694 4.9%

•

Vol



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS
City of Lindsay - Existing Conditions

2005
WASTE TYPE

Disposal Diversion Generation
Diversion

Percent
Paper

OCGKraft 1,017 342 1 .360 25.2%
Magazines 114 0 114 0.0%
Mixed Paper 937 3 - -940 0.3%
Newspaper 535 0 535 0.0%
High Grade 159 0 159 0.0%'
Other Paper 635 0 635 0.0%

Subtotal 3,397 345 3,742 9.2%
Plastic

HDPE 98 _

	

0 98 0.0%
PET 28 32 13 .0%
Film Plastics 347 0 347 0.0%
Polystyrene 73 0 73 0.0%
Other Plastic 297 1 298 0.5%

Subtotal 843 6 848 0.7%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 7 0 7 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 123 36 159 22.6%
Other Recyclable 201 12 213 5.8%
Other Non-recyclable 61 0 61 0.0%

Subtotal 392 49 441 11.0%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 25 122 147 83 .0%
Other Aluminum 28 17 44 37 .5%
Bi-metal Cans 15 0 15 0 .0%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans -_172 0 172 0 .0%
Other Ferrous 385 60 445 13 .4%
Other Non-ferrous 7 0 7 0 .0%
White Goods 33 19 53 36 .8%

Subtotal 665 218 883 24.6%
'Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 1,256 0 1,256 0 .0%
Branches and Brush 1 .335 0 1,335 0 .0%

Subtotal 2,590 0 2,590 0.0%
Organics

Food 1,023 0 1,023 0 .0%
Rubber/Tires 137 0 137 0 .0%
Wood 873 17 890 1 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue 62 0 62 . : ..

	

0 .0%
Manure 35 0 35 0 .0%
Textiles/Leather .

	

428 0 428 0 .0%
Diapers 317 0 317 0.0%
Other Organics 209 0 209 0 .0%

Subtotal 3,085 17 3,102 0.5%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 976 0 976 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 50 0 50 0.0%
Appliances 51 0 51 0.0%

Subtotal 1,077 0 1,077 0.0%

Ash 64 0 64 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 225 0 225 0.0%

Subtotal 290 0 290 0.0%

Total Waste 12,340 633 12,973 4 .9% 408
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
With Program Implementation

1991 1992
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft . 750 252 1,003 25 .2% 767 258 1,025 25.2%
Magazines 84 0 84 0.0% 86 0 86 0.0%
Mixed Paper 691 2 693 0.3% 706 2 708 0.3%
Newspaper 394 0 394 0.0% 403 0 403 0.0%
High Grade 118 0 118 0:0% 120 0 120 0.0%
Other Paper 4.68 0 468 0.0% 478 0 478 0.0%

Subtotal 2,505 254 2,759 9.2% 2,560 260 2,820 9.2%

Plastic
HDPE 73 0 73 0.0% 74 0 74 0.0%
PET 20 3 24 13 .0% 21 3 24 13 .0%
Film Plastics 256 0 256 0.0% 261 0 261 0.0%
Polystyrene 54 0 54 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%
Other Plastic 219 1 220 0.5% 224 1 225 0.5%

Subtotal 621 4 625 0.7% 635 4 639 0 .7%
Glass

Refillable Beverage 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 91 27 118 22.6% 93 27 120 22.6%
Other Recyclable 148 9 157 5.8% 151 9 161 5.8%
Other Non-recyclable 45 0 45 0.0% 46 0 46 0.0%

Subtotal 289 36 325 11 .0% 296 37 332 11 .0%
Metals

Aluminum Fans 18 90 108 83 .0% 19 92 111 83 .0%
Other Aluminum 20 12 33 37.5% 21 13 33 37.5%
Bi-metal Fans 11 0 11 0.0% 11 0 11 0 .0%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 127 0 127 0.0% 130 0 130 0.0%
Other Ferrous 284 44 328 13 .4% _

	

290 45 335 13 .4%
Other Non-ferrous 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
White Goods 25 14 39 36.8% 25 15 40 36.8%

Subtotal 491 .160 651 24.6% 501 164 665 24.6%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 926 0 926 0.0% 946 0 946 0.0%
Branches and Brush 984 0 984 0.0% 1,006 0 1,006 0.0%

Subtotal 1,910 0 1,910 0.0% 1,952 0 1,952 0.0%
Organics

Food 754 0 754 0.0% 771 .

	

0 771 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 101 0 101 0.0% 103 0 103 0 .0%
Wood 644 .. 12 656 1 .9% 658 13 671 1 .9%
Agri. Crop Residue . 46 0 46 0.0% 47 0 47 0.0%
Manure 26 0 26 0.0% 26 0 26 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 316 0 316 0.0% 323 0 323 0.0%
Diapers 234 0 -234 . 0 .0% 239 0 239 0.0%
Other Organics '

	

154 0 154 0.0% 158 0 158 0.0%
Subtotal 2,275 12 2,287 0.5% 2,325 13 2,338 0.5%

Other Wastes
Inert Solids 719 0 719 0 .0% 735 0 735 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 37 0 37 0.0% 38 0 38 0.0%
Appliances 38 0 38 0.0% 39 0 39 0.0%

Subtotal 794 0 794 0.0% 812 0 812 0.0%

Ash 47 0 47 --

	

0 .0% 48 0 48 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 166 0 166 0.0% 169 •

	

0 •

	

•

	

169 0 .0%
Subtotal 214 0 214 0.0% 218 0 218 0.0%

Total Waste 9,099 467 9,566 4.9% 9,299 477 9,776 4.9%

•

•



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
With Program Implementation

1993 1994
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 784 264 1,047 .25 .2% ,

	

801 269 1,070 25.2%
Magazines - 88 0 88

_
0 .0% 89 89 0.0%

Mixed Paper 722 2 .

	

724 0.3% . 737 2 .

	

740 0.3%
Newspaper 412 0 412 0.0% , .

	

421 0 421 0.0%
High Grade 123 0 123 0 .0% 12.5 0 125 0.0%
Other Paper 489 0 489 0.0% 500 0 500 0.0%

Subtotal 2,616 .

	

.266 2,882 9.2% 2,674 272 2,946 9.2%
Plastic

HDPE 76 0 76 -
.
-0.0% . •

	

,.

	

77 0 .

	

77 0.0%
PET 21 3 25 13 .0% 22 3 25 13 .0%
Film Plastics

	

- : • 267 0 267 0.0% 273 0 273 0 .0%
Polystyrene 57 0 -

	

-57' 0.0% 58 0 58 0.0%
Other Plastic - 228 1 230 0.5% 233 235 0.5%

Subtotal 649 4 653 0.7% 663 668 0.7%
Blass

Refillable Beverage 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 95 28 123 22 .6% 97 28 125 22 .6%
Other Recyclable 155 10 .

	

164 5.8% 158 10 168 5 .8%
Other Non-recyclable 47 0 .

	

47 0.0% 48 0 .

	

48 0 .0%
Subtotal .

	

302 37 339 11:0% 309 38 347 11.0%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 19 94 113 83 .0% 20 96 116 83 .0%
Other Aluminum 21 . 13 34 37 .5% 22 13 35 37.5%
Bi-metal Cans 12 0 12 0.0% 12 0 12 0.0%

'

	

Steel-Food & Bev . Cans 132 .

	

0 .

	

' 132 0 .0% 135 0 135 0.0%
Other Ferrous 297 46 343 13 .4% 303 47 350 13 .4%
Other Non-ferrous 5 0 5 0.0% .

	

5 0 5 0.0%
White Goods 26 15 41 36 .8% 26 15 41 36 .8%

Subtotal 512 168 680 24 .6% 524 171 695 24 .6%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 967 0 967 0.0% 988 0 988 0.0%
Branches and Brush 1,028 0 1,028 0.0% 1,051 0 1,051 0:0%

Subtotal 1,995 0 1,995 0.0% 2,039 0 2,039 0 .0%
Organics .

Food 788 0 788 0.0% 805 0 805 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 106 .

	

0 106 0 .0% 108 .

	

0 108 0.0%
Wood 673 13 685 1 .9% 687 13 700 1 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue 48 0 48 0.0% 49 0 49 0.0%
Manure 27 0 27 0.0% 27 0 27 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 330 0 330 0.0% 337 0 337 0 .0%
Diapers 244 0 244 0.0% 250 0 250 0.0%
Other Organics 161 0 161 0 .0% 165 0 165 0.0%

Subtotal 2,376 13 2,389 0 .5% 2,428 13 2,442 0.5%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 751 0 751 0.0% 768 . 0 768 0 .0%
Hazardous Waste 38 0 38 0 .0% 39 0 39 •

	

0.0%
Appliances 39 0 39 0.0% 40 0 40 0.0%

Subtotal 829 0 •

	

829 0 .0% 848 0 848 0.0%

Ash 49 0 49 0.0% 50 0 50 0.0%
Sewage Sludge ' 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 .

	

0 .0% 0 0 .

	

0 •

	

0 .0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0 .0%
Sniffed Fum./Mattresses 173 0 .

	

173 0 .0% 177 0 177 0 .0%
Subtotal 223 0 223 0.0% 228 0 228 0 .0%

Total Waste 9,504 488 9,991 4.9% 9,713 499 • 10,211 4 .9% yro



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
With Program Implementation

1995 1996
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 818 275 1,094 25.2% : 836 281 1,118 25 .2%
Magazines 91 0 91 0.0% 93 0 93 0.0%
Mixed Paper 754 2 756 0.3% 770 2 773 0.3%
Newspaper 379 51 430 11 .9% 388 52 440 11 .9%
High Grade 128 0 128 0.0% 131 0 131 0.0%
Other Paper 511 0 511 0.0% 522 0 522 0.0%

Subtotal 2,682 329 3,010 10.9% 2,741 336 3,077 10.9%
Plastic

HDPE 79 0 79 0.0% 81 0 81 0.0%
PET 13 12 26 48.1% 14 13 26 48 .1%
Film Plastics 279 0 279 0.0% 285 0 285 0.0%
Polystyrene 59 0 59 0.0% 60 0 60 0.0%
Other Plastic 239 1 240 0.5% 244 1 245 03%

Subtotal 669 13 682 2 .0% 684 -14 697 2.0%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 66 62 128 . 48 .3% 68 63 131 48 .3%
Other Recyclable 162 10 172 5.8% 165 10 175 5 .8%
Other Non-recyclable 49 0 49 0.0% 50 0 50 0.0%

Subtotal 283 72 355 20.3% 289 74 362 20 .3%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 11 107 118 90.6% 11 109 121 90.6%
OtherAluminum 22 13 36 37.5% 23 14 36 37.5%
Bi-metal Cans 12 0 12 0.0% 13 0 13 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 138 -

	

0 138 0.0% 141 0 141 0.0%
Other Ferrous 310 48 358 13 .4% 317 49 366 13 .4%
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 27 16 42 36 .8% 27 16 43 36 .8%

Subtotal 526 184 710 25.9% 538 188 726 25.9%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 614 396 1,010 39.2% 628 405 1,032 39.2%
Branches and Brush 677 397 1,074 37.0% 692 406 1,097 37.0%

Subtotal 1,291 793 2,084 38.1% 1,319 810 2,130 38.1%
Organics

Food 823 0 823 0.0% 841 0 841 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 110 0 110 0.0% 113 0 113 0.0%
Wood

	

- 702 13 716 1 .9% 718 14 732 1 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue 50 0 50 0.0% 51 51 0.0%
Manure 28 0 28 0.0% 28 0 28 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 345 0 345 0.0% 352 -

	

0 352 0.0%
Diapers . 255 0 255 0.0% 261 0 261 0.0% .:
Other Organics 168 0 168 0.0% 172 0 172 0.0%

Subtotal 2,482 13 2,495 0 .5% 2,536 14 2,550 0.5%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 785 0 785 0.0% 802 0 802 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 40 0 40 0.0% 41 0 41 0.0%
Appliances 41 0 -

	

41 0.0% 42 0 42 0.0%
Subtotal 866 0 866 0.0% 885 0 885 0.0%

Ash 51 51 0.0% 52 0 52 0.0%
Sewage Sludge .

.

	

0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 181 0 181 0.0% 185 0 185 0.0%

Subtotal 233 0 233 0 .0% 238 0 238 0.0%
Total Waste 9,031 1,405 10,436 13 .5% 9,230 1,435 10,666 13 .5% V's



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
With Program Implementation

1997 1998

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion.
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

'aper
0CC/Kmft 855 288 1,142 25.2% 874 294 1,168 25.2%

-Magazines 95 0 95 0.0% 98 . . .. . ._

	

0 ' 98 0.0%

Mixed Paper 787 "

	

-

	

'

	

2 790 03% 805 2 807 0.3%

Newspaper 396 53 450 11 .9% 405 54 459 11 .9%

High Grade 134 0 134 0.0% 137 0 137 0.0%

Other Paper 533 0 533 0.0% 545 0 . 545 0.0%

Subtotal 2,801 343 3,144 10.9% 2,863 351 3,213 10 .9%

Plastic
HDPE. 83 0 83 0.0% 85 0 85 0.0%

PET

	

r

	

-• 14 13 27 48.1% 14 13 . _,

	

27 48.1%

Film Plastics

	

' 291 0 291 0.0% 298 0 °

	

- 298 0.0%

Polystyrene 62 "0 -

	

62 0.0% 63 0 63 0.0%

Other Plastic 249 1 250 0.5% 255 1 256 0.5%

Subtotal 699 = i .

	

14 713 2.0% 714 14 728 2.0%

s
Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 5 0 6 0.0%

CA Redemption Value 69 65 134 48.3% 71 66 137 48 .3%

Other Recyclable 169 10 179 5.8% 173 11 183 5.8%

Other Non-recyclable 51 0 51 0.0% 52 0 52 0.0%

Subtotal 295 75 370 20.3% 302 77 378 20.3%

Metals
Aluminum Cans 12 112 123 90.6% 12 114 126 90.6%

Other Aluminum 23 14 37 37.5% 24 14 38 37.5%

Bi-metal Cans 13 0 13 0.0% 13 0 13 0.0%

Steel Food & Bev . Cans 144 0 144 0.0% 148 0 148 0.0%

Other Ferrous 324 50 374 13 .4% 331 51 382 13 .4%

Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%

White Goods 28 16 44 36.8% 29 17 45 36.8%

Subtotal 550 192 742 25 .9% 562 196 758 25.9%

Yard Waste
Leaves and Grass 641 414 1,055 39.2% 656 423 1,078 39.2%

Branches and Brush . 707 415 1,121 37 .0% 722 424 1,146 37.0%

Subtotal 1,348 828 2,177 38 .1% 1,378 846 2,224 38.1%

Organics
Food 859 0 859 0.0% 878 0 878 0.0%

Rubber/Tires 115 '

	

0 115 .0 .0% 118 0 118 0.0%

Wood 734 14 748 1 .9% 750 14 764 1 .9%

Agri . Crop Residue 52 0 52 0.0% 54 0 54 0.0%

Manure 29 0 29 0.0% 30 0 30 0.0%

Textiles/Leather 360 0 360 0.0% 368 0 368 0.0%

Diapers 267 0 267 0.0% 273 0 273 0.0%

' Other Organics 176 0 176 0.0% 180 0 180 0.0%

Subtotal 2,592 14 2,606 0.5% 2,649 14 2,664 0.5%

bther Wastes
Inert Solids 820 0 820 0.0% 838 0 838 0 .0%

Hazardous Waste 42 0 •

	

42 0.0% 43 0 43 0.0%

Appliances 43 0 43 0.0% 44 0 44 0 .0%

Subtotal 905 0 905 0.0% 925 0 925 0.0%

Ash 54 0 54 0.0% 55 0 55 0 .0%

Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0 .0%

Asbestos 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Auto Shredder Waste
1

0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0.0%

Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 189 0 189 0 .0% . 193 0 193 0.0%

Subtotal 243 0 243 0.0% 249 0 249 0.0%

Total Waste 9,433 1,467 10,900 13.5% 9,641 1,499 11,140 13 .5%

912)



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
With Program Implementation

1999 2000

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper
OCC/Kraft 893 300 1,193 25.2% 136 1,083 1,219 88.8%
Magazines 100 0 100 0.0% 72 30 102 29.4%
Mixed Paper 822 2 825 0.3% 593 249 842 29.6%
Newspaper 414 56 470 11 .9% 175 305 480 63.5%
High Grade 140 0 140 0.0% 52 91 143 63.6%
Other Paper 557 0 557 0.0% 402 167 569 29.3%

Subtotal 2,926 359 3,284 10.9% 1,430 1,925 3,355 57.4%
Plastic

HDPE 86 0 86 0.0% 32 56 88 63 .6%
PET 15 13 28 48.1% 7 22 29 75.9%
Film Plastics 304 0 304 0.0% 219 91 310 29.4%
Polystyrene 64 0 64 0.0% 46 20 66 30.3%
Other Plastic 260 1 262 0.5% 188 80 268 29.9%

Subtotal 730 15 744 2.0% 492 269 761 35.3%
'lass

Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 7 0 7 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 72 68 140 48.3% 20 123 143 86.0%
Other Recyclable 176 11 187 5.8% 58 133 191 69.6%
Other Non-recyclable 54 0 54 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%

Subtotal 308 79 387 20.3% 140 256 396 64.6%
1Vletals

Aluminum Cans 12 117 129 90.6% 13 119 132 90.2%
Other Aluminum 24 15 39 37.5% 4 35 39 89.7%
Bi-metal Cans 13 0 13 0.0% 10 4 14 28.6%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 151 0 151 0.0% 109 45 154 29.2%
Other Ferrous 338 52 390 13 .4% 92 308 400 77.0%
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 5 2 7 28.6%
White Goods 29 17 46 36.8% 5 42 47 89.4%

Subtotal 574 201 .775 25 .9% 238 . 555 793 70.0%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 670 432 1,102 39.2% 410 716 1,126 63 .6%
Branches and Brush 738 433 1,171 37.0% 436 762 1,198 63.6%

Subtotal 1,408 865 2,273 38.1% 846 1,478 2,324 63.6%
Organics

Food 898 0 898 0.0% 649 269 918 29.3%
Rubber/Tires 120 0 120 0.0% 123 0 123 0.0%
Wood 766 15 781 1 .9% •__- 276 523 799 65.5%
Agri . Crop Residue 55 0 55 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%
Manure - 30 0 30 0.0% 31 0 31 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 376 0 376 -0.0% 384 0 384 0.0%
Diapers

	

` 279 0 279 0.0% 285 0 285 0.0%
Other Organics 184 _ 0 184 0.0% 187 0 187 0.0%

Subtotal 2,708 15 2,722 0.5% 1,990 792 2,782 28.5%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 856 0 856 0.0% 317 559 876 63 .8%
Hazardous Waste 44 0 44 0.0% 44 0 44 0.0%
Appliances 45 0 45 0.0% 47 0 47 0.0%

Subtotal 945 0 945 0.0% 408 559 967 57.8%

Ash 56 0 56 0.0% 57 0 -

	

57 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 .0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 197 0 197 0.0% 201 0 201 0.0%

Subtotal 254 0 254 0.0% 259 0 259 0.0%

Total Waste 9,853 1,532 11,385 13.5% 5,803 5,834 11,637 50.1%

•

•
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
With Program Implementation

2001 2002

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 139 1,107 1,246 88.8% 142 1,131 1,273 88 .8%
Magazines 74 31 104 29.4% 75 31 107 29.4%
Mixed Paper 606 254 . . . - 861 29.6% 619 260 879 29.6%
Newspaper 179 312 491 63 .5% 183 319 501 63.5%
High Grade 53 93 146 63 .6% . . 54 95 149 63.6%
Other Paper 411 171 582 29.3% 420 174 594 29.3%

Subtotal 1,461 1,967 3,429 57.4% 1,494 2,011 3,504 .

	

57 .4%
Plastic

HDPE 33 57 90 63 .6% 33 58 92 63.6%
PET 7 22 30 75.9% 7 23 30 75.9%
Film Plastics 224 93 317 29.4% 229 95 324 29.4%
Polystyrene 47 20 67 - 303% 48 21 69 303%
Other Plastic 192 82 274 29.9% 1% 84 -

	

280 29.9%
Subtotal 503 275 . .-

	

778 35.3% 514 281 795 35.3%
'lass

Refillable Beverage 7 0 7 0.0% 7 0 7 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 20 126 146 86.0% 21 128 149 86.0%
Other Recyclable 59 136 195 69.6% 61 139 199 69.6%
Other Non-recyclable 56 0 56 0.0% 57 0 57 0.0%

Subtotal 143 262 405 64.6% 146 267 414 64.6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 13 122 135 90.2% 14 124 138 90.2%
Other Aluminum 4 36 40 89.7% 4 37 41 89.7%
Bi-metal Cans 10 4 14 28.6% 10 4 15 28 .6%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 111 46 157 29.2% 114 47 161 29.2%
Other Ferrous 94 315 409 77 .0% 96 322 418 77.0%,

	

Other Non-ferrous 5 2 7 28.6% 5 2 7 28.6%
White Goods 5 43 48 89.4% 5 44 49 89.4%

Subtotal 243 567 810 70.0% 249 580 828 70 .0%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 419 732 1,151 63.6% 428 748 1,176 63 .6%
Branches and Brush 446 779 1,224 63.6% 455 796 1,251 63 .6%

Subtotal 865 1,511 2,375 63.6% 884 1,544 2,427 63 .6%
Organics

Food 663 275 938 29.3% 678 281 959 29.3%
Rubber/Tires 126 0 126 0.0% 128 0 128 0.0%
Wood 282 535 817 65.5% 288 546 835 65.5%
Agri . Crop Residue 56 0 56 0.0% 57 0 57 0.0%
Manure 32 0 32 0.0% 32 0 32 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 392 0 392 0.0% 401 0 401 0.0%
Diapers 291 0 291 0.0% 298 0 298 0.0%
Other Organics 191 0 191 0.0% 195 0 195 0.0%

Subtotal 2,034 809 2,843 28.5% 2,079 827 2,906 28.5%
t er

	

astes
Inert Solids 324 571 895 63 .8% 331 584 915 63.8%
Hazardous Waste 45 0 45 0.0% 46 0 46 0.0%
Appliances 48 0 48 0.0% 49 0 49 0.0%

Subtotal 417 571 988 57.8% 426 584 1,010 57.8%

Ash 58 0 58 0.0% 60 0 60 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0• 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0 .0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fun./Mattresses 205 0 205 0.0% 210 0 210 0.0%

Subtotal 265 0 265 0 .0% 271 0 271 0.0%

Total Waste 5,931 5,962 11,893 50.1% 6,061 6,094 12,155 50.1%
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Lindsay
With Program Implementation

2003 2004

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper
OCGKraft 145 1,156 1,301 88.8% 148 1,181 1 .330 88.8%
Magazines 77 32 109 29.4% 79 33 111 29.4%
Mixed Paper 633 266 899 29 .6% 647 272 919 29.6%
Newspaper 187 326 512 63 .5% 191 333 524 63.5%
High Grade 56 97 153 63.6% 57 99 156 63.6%
Other Paper 429 178 607 29.3% 439 182 621 29.3%

Subtotal 1,526 2,055 3,581 57.4% 1,560 2,100 3,660 57.4%
Plastic

HDPE 34 60 94 63 .6% 35 61 96 63.6%
PET 7 23 31 75.9% 8 24 32 75.9%
Film Plastics 234 97 331 29.4% 239 99 •

	

338 29.4%
Polystyrene 49 21 70 30.3% 50 22 72 30.3%
Other Plastic 201 85 286 29.9% 205 87 292 29.9%

Subtotal 525 287 812 35.3% 537 293 830 35.3%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 7 0 7 0.0% 8 0 8 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 21 131 153 86.0% 22 134 156 86.0%
Other Recyclable 62 142 204 69.6% 63 145 208 69.6%
Other Non-recyclable 59 0 59 0.0% 60 C 60 0.0%

Subtotal 149 273 423 64 .6% 153 279 432 64.6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 14 127 141 90.2% 14 130 144 90.2%
Other Aluminum 4 37 42 89.7% 4 38 43 89.7%
Bi-metal Cans 11 4 15 28 .6% 11 4 15 28.6%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 116 48 164 29.2% 119 49 168 29.2%
Other Ferrous 98 329 427 77.0% 100 336 436 77.0%
Other Non-ferrous 5 2 7 28.6% 5 2 8 28.6%
White Goods 5 45 50 89.4% 5 46 51 89.4%

Subtotal 254 592 846 70.0% 260 605 865 70.0%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 438 764 1,202 63.6% 447 781 1,228 63 .6%
Branches and Brush 465 813 1,279 63.6% 476 831 1,307 63 .6%

Subtotal 903 1,578 2,481 63.6% 923 1,612 2,535 63.6%
brganics

Food 693 287 980 29.3% 708 293 1,001 29.3%
Rubber/Tires 131 0 131 0.0% 134 0 134 0.0%
Wood 295 558 853 65.5% 301 571 872 65.5%
Agri . Crop Residue 59 0 59 0 .0% 60 0 60 0.0%

' Manure -33 - .

	

0 33 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 410 0 410 0.0% 419 0 419 0.0%
Diapers 304 0 304 0.0% 311 0 311 0.0%

'Other Organics 200 0 200 0.0%
_

204 0 204 0.0%
Subtotal 2,124 845 2,970 28.5% 2,171 864 3,035 2&5%

tier Wastes
Inert Solids 338 597 935 63 .8% 346 610 956 63 .8%
Hazardous Waste 47 0 -

	

47 0.0% 48 0 48 0.0%
Appliances 50 0 50 0.0% 51 0 51 0.0%

Subtotal 436 597 1,032 57.8% 445 610 1,055 57.8%

Ash 61 0 61 0.0°6 62 0 62 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

' Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 .

	

0 0 .0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0% 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Furn ./Mattresses 215 0 215 0.0% 219 '

	

0 '

	

219 0.0%
Subtotal 276 0 276 0 .0% 283 0 283 0.0%

Total Waste 6,194 6,228 12,422 50.1% 6,331 6,365 12,695 50.1% 415



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS
City of Lindsay - With Program Implementation

2005
WASTE TYPE

Disposal Diversion Generation
Diversion

Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 152 1,207 •

	

1,359 ;-,,88 .8°h
Magazines 80 -33 114 29.4%
-Mixed Paper 661 278 939 296%
Newspaper 195 340 535 63.5%
High Grade 58 101 159 63 .6% '
Other Paper 448 186 634 29.3%

Subtotal .

	

1,594 2,146 3,741 57.4%
Plastic

HDPE 36 62 98 63 .6%
PET 8 -.

	

25 -1.32 i

	

75 .9%
Elm Plastics 244 101 346 " 29.4%
Polystyrene 51 22 . 74 30.3%
Other Plastic 210 89 299 29.9%

Subtotal 549 300 848 35.3%
'lass

Refillable Beverage 8 0 8 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 22 137 159 . 86 .0%
Other Recyclable 65 148 213 69.6%
Other Non-recyclable 61 0 61 0.0%

Subtotal 156 285 442 64.6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 14 133 147 90.2%
Other Aluminum 4 39 43 89.7%
Bi-metal Cans 11 4 16 28.6%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 122 .50 172 29.2%
Other Ferrous 103 343 446 77.0%
Other Non-ferrous 6 2 8 28.6%
White Goods 6 47 52 89.4%

Subtotal 265 619 884 70 .0%
'a •

	

"ante
Leaves and Grass 457 798 1,255 63.6%
Branches and Brush 486 850 1,336 63.6%

Subtotal 943 1,648 2,591 63.6%
rganics

Food 724 300 1,024 29.3%
Rubber/Tires 137 0 137 0.0%
Wood 308 583 891 65.5%
Agri . Crop Residue 61 0 61 0.0%
Manure 35 0 35 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 428 0 428 0.0%
Diapers 318 0 318 0.0%
Other Organics 208 0 208 0.0%

Subtotal "

	

2,219 883 3,102 28.5%
•

	

er "astes
Inert Solids 353 623 977 63.8%
Hazardous Waste 49 0 49 0.0%
Appliances 52 0 52 0.0%

Subtotal 455 623 1,078 57.8%

Ash 64 0 64 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 1 0 1 0.0%
Stuffed Fun./Mattresses 224 0 224 0.0%

Subtotal 289 0 289 0 .0%

Total Waste 6,470 6,505 12,975 50.1%

Li o'



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-37

FOR THE REDUCTION OF DIVERSION
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE CITY OF LINDSAY

Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 9, Section 18775

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 41782 allows
reductions in the diversion and planning requirements
specified in Public Resources Code Section 41780, if a
city or county can demonstrate that achievement of the
mandated requirements is not feasible due to
geographical size or low population density, and small
waste generation rates ; and

WHEREAS, Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations, Section 18775 allows for qualifying
jurisdictions to petition the Board for reductions in
planning and diversion goals mandated by Public
Resources Code Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has received a petition for
reductions in the diversion requirements from the City
of Lindsay ; and

WHEREAS, the City of Lindsay qualifies based on
geographic size, population density, and small waste
generation rates to petition the Board for specified
reductions ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found that the request for
reduction in diversion requirements to allow the City
of Lindsay to achieve a 13 .5 percent level of waste
diversion by January 1, 1995 is reasonable ; and

WHEREAS, the City has complied with Public Resources
Code Section 41782, and Title 14 of the California Code
of Regulations, Section 18775 ; and

WHEREAS, the Integrated Waste Management Local
Assistance and Planning Committee approved the staff
recommendation to allow the City of Lindsay to reduce
the short term diversion goals from 25 percent to 13 .5
percent;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
grants the reduction in diversion requirements for the
City of Lindsay to 13 .5 percent for January 1, 1995 .

417



•
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if the City SRRE has not
been locally adopted and submitted to the Board by the
deadline set in statute ; or, if the City SRRE is not
approved by the Board pursuant to the provisions of
Chapter 7, Part 2, of Division 30 of the Public
Resources Code (commencing with Section 41800), then
the diversion reductions granted above shall be deemed
revoked .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly . and regularly
adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board on
February 23,'1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

N/8



CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 23, 1994

AGENDA ITEM # ca9

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Petition for Reduction in the
Diversion Requirements for the City of Exeter.

COMMITTEE ACTION:

The Local Assistance and Planning Committee discussed the item at
the February 9, 1994 meeting . At this meeting, the Committee
approved the City of Exeter's request for a reduced diversion
requirement to 13 .5 percent . The Committee recommended that this
item be placed on the consent agenda at the February 23, 1994
Board meeting.

BACKGROUND:

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41780 requires that each city
and county divert 25 percent of its waste from landfills by 1995
and 50 percent by the year 2000 . Source Reduction and Recycling
Elements (SRRE) are prepared by the cities and counties as a
planning guide for meeting the diversion mandates (PRC Section
41000 and 41300) . The SRREs describe the programs which the
jurisdictions will use to achieve 25 percent and 50 percent

110 diversion . PRC Section 41782 allows the California Integrated
Waste Management Board (Board) to grant reductions in planning
and diversion requirements . Section 18775 of Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations (14 CCR), identifies the
qualifications that a jurisdiction must meet to petition the
Board for a reduction in the requirements.

An incorporated city must have specific characteristics in order
to petition for a reduction. The required characteristics are:

	

1 .

	

a geographic area of less than 3 square miles;
or

a population density of less than 1500 people per
square mile ; and

2.

	

a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards
per day or 60 tons per day.

Requested Reductions

The City of Exeter is requesting a reduction of the 1995
diversion requirements to 13 .5 percent.

•
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ANALYSIS:

City Characteristics

The City of Exeter is located in Tulare County, in the southeast
portion of the San Joaquin Valley . This area is predominantly
flat, but is bounded on the east by the foothills of the Sierra
Nevada mountains . The City is adjacent to the rural,
unincorporated area of Tulare County and the City of
Farmersville . The City is primarily a bedroom community with the
major employers being the Hospital, School System, Mayflower
Packing, S .L . Douglass and Workman Enterprises . -Most job
opportunities are available outside the City, in the larger
communities of Visalia, Tulare and Porterville . The City of
Exeter has a median household income of $20,880 and a population
of 7,925.

The City of Exeter meets the criteria to petition the Board for
reduced diversion and/or planning requirements . The City of
Exeter has an area of 2 .09 square miles, and a waste generation .
rate of 22 .7 tons per day.

Solid Waste Collection and Disposal

There are no permitted solid waste disposal facilities in the
City . Most of the solid waste generated in the City is disposed
of at the Woodville Disposal Site, 14 miles southwest of the
City.

Allied Disposal has an exclusive franchise contract with the City
of Exeter, through November 1997, for the collection of solid
waste generated in the City . Subscription to Allied Disposal's
service is mandatory and all residential and commercial customers
are billed for the service by the City . The City of Exeter's
Public Works Department also provides special leaf pick-ups in
the fall and winter of each year.

Current Diversion Programs

Currently 579 tons per year, or 7 .0 percent of the City's waste,
is diverted from disposal through source reduction and recycling.
Most of the current diversion is the result of the citizens of
Exeter using other jurisdictions' programs . The only municipally
sponsored diversion program involves the seasonal collection of
leaves, which are collected from the city streets and composted
in a windrow composting system.

The following table summarizes the diversion activities and
quantities diverted in 1990 .

4~t
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Diversion by Material Type
Tons per Year

Material Total Diversion Residential Non
Residential

OCC/Kraft 229 2 .77% 0 229
PET 4 0 .05% 4 0
CRV Glass 26 0 .32% 26 0
Other Glass 9 0 .11% 9 0
Aluminum Cans 88 88 0
Other Aluminum 10 0 .12% 0 10
Steel Cans 83 1 .00% 83 0
Other Ferrous 64 0 .77% 0 64
White Goods 21 0 .25% 0 21

Waste, Yard 42 0 .51% 42 0
Diapers 3 0 .04% 3 0

Totals 579 7 .00% 255 324

Existing Diversion Programs

•

	

►

	

California Certified Redemption Centers.

► City seasonal collection of leaves from the city streets.

► Commercial/Industrial programs that collect cardboard.

► Landfill salvage program (recovered from self-haul loads)

► Reduced tipping fee for clean loads of yard waste.

► Cloth diaper usage.

The initial Solid Waste Generation Study identified 1,881 tons of
waste material as diverted by these and other programs in 1990;
this represents 19 .6 percent of the waste generated in the City.
This includes 1,302 tons per year of inert solids, which have
been excluded from the base year waste diversion levels as
specified in PRC 41781 .2 . The exclusion of this 1,302 tons
reduces the base year diversion rate for the City from 19 .6
percent to 7 .0 percent.

Proposed Diversion

The City plans on maintaining existing diversion programs . In
addition, the City plans on implementing new programs to increase
diversion levels to 13 .5 percent . The following programs will be
targeted by the City:

•

	

►

	

Pursue the development of a yard waste collection and
processing program . The yard waste collection program was
identified in and selected from the original preliminary
draft SRRE . The City of Exeter found this program to be the

4a l
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most effective in diverting large amounts of waste while
keeping the fiscal realities facing the City in mind.

► Promote public education programs associated with the yard
waste program.

► Utilize the materials from the media kits provided by the
CIWMB, to the extent practical.

► As new markets for materials become available through the
Recycling Market Development Zone, the City will investigate
the feasibility of diverting materials to such facilities.

► The City is also continuing to monitor purchasing decisions
to encourage the purchase of materials and products that are
recycled, that have minimal packaging, are supplied in bulk,
and are reusable, recyclable and divertable.

► Promote participation in the California Certified Redemption
Center program.

Proposed Planning and Diversion Reductions

Reduction in the diversion requirements:
The City of Exeter requests that the diversion level
required for the short-term planning period (1991-1995)
be reduced from 25 percent to 13 .5 percent.

The City is requesting these reductions for the following
reasons :

a) The cost of implementing additional diversion programs
will be a significant hardship for the City due to the lack
of funding associated with the small size and waste
generation of the City (see table summarizing the current
Solid Waste budget for the City).

b) The City does not. have the staff to pursue extensive
diversion programs . The Public Works Director is the staff
assigned for the City's solid waste activities.

c) The City of Exeter is primarily a bedroom community for
Visalia and Porterville, and has a lack of commercial and
industrial enterprises that could provide waste streams that
are easily and economically targeted for diversion programs.

Funding

The Solid Waste Budget for the City of Exeter is funded through
monthly billings for service on residential and commercial solid •
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waste collection accounts, as well as a 27 percent franchise fee.
This raises $526,000 annually, which is used completely each year
without generating any reserve funds (see table below) . . However,
a fund balance does exist and is used to cover contingency
situations as well as the start up of the residential yard waste
program . Historically, the Solid Waste budget expenditures
exceed annual revenues by $3,000, leaving a deficit each year
from the Solid Waste Budget . The refuse rates were increased by
5 .6-6 percent in December 1993, to reflect the increase in
landfill tipping fees and the cost of refuse collection.

The proposed yard waste diversion program is anticipated to cost
$4 .00 per household per month . The City estimates that diversion
programs to meet the 25 percent diversion goal would add an
additional $139,360 to annual operating costs.

City of Exeter - Solid Waste Budget
Fiscal Year 1993-94

Estimated Fund Balance (July 1, 1993) $125,000

Revenue $526,000
Refuse Collection 525,000
Investment Earnings 1,000

Expenses $529,000
Salary and Benefits 36,555
Office Expense 3,600
Special Department Expense 4,500
Telephone 100
Utilities 500
Maintenance of Buildings, Structures
and Grounds

500

Maintenance/Operation Vehicles 500
Contract Services : Allied Disposal 381,000
Insurance, Bonds & Retirement 2,745
Alley Repair 28,000
Franchise General Fund 27,000
Leaf Collection/Street Sweeping 44,000

Estimated Fund Balance (June 30, 1994) $122,000

423
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Staff Analysis

City Staff

Responsibility for administering the solid waste activities and
waste management programs within the City of Exeter is placed
upon the Public Works Director, with bookkeeping for billing and
collection, administration and supervision of franchise contract
services, and miscellaneous other services being provided by the
appropriate city staff . Duties of the Public Works Director are
summarized below.

City of Exeter-Public Works Director

► Responsible for street maintenance, parks, water services,
and wastewater treatment.

► Plans and directs all solid waste activities.

► Responsible for the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989
compliance activities.

The City of Exeter believes, based on their low population and
volume of solid waste, limited funding and staff, and lack of
local markets for recyclables that they will be able to reach an
alternative diversion goal of 13 .5 percent goal for the short
term period.

Board staff believe that the request for a reduction of the
short-term goal to 13 .5 percent is a reasonable request
considering the demographic and economic_ characteristics of the
City of Exeter.

Conclusion

The City of Exeter qualifies, under the conditions of PRC Section
41782 and 14 CCR Section 18775, to petition for a reduction in
the diversion requirements . 14 CCR Section 18775 requires the
petitioning jurisdiction to provide the following information in
its petition:

1.

	

A general description of existing disposal and
diversion systems, including documentation of the types
and quantities of waste disposed and diverted;

2.

	

Identification of the specific reductions being
requested (i .e ., planning and/or diversion
requirements) ;

tiZ9
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3.	Documentation of why attainment of diversion and
planning requirements is not feasible ; and

4.

	

The planning and diversion requirements that are
achievable, and why.

Board staff have reviewed the petition from Exeter and found that
it complies with these requirements . Based on the information
provided in the petition, Board staff believe that the diversion
reduction requested by Exeter is justified.

Board staff has worked with the consultant for the City of Exeter
in the preparation of the petition . The current and proposed
programs outlined in the City's preliminary draft SRRE and
petition demonstrate the City's commitment to meeting the intent
of the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 . The City of
Exeter has asked for the reduction based on limited staffing and
a lack of funds for implementing diversion programs . The City
has sufficiently demonstrated both of these conditions.

STAFF COMMENTS:

. -Board staff recommend . that the Board consider the City of
Exeter's petition for reduction in the diversion requirements to
13 .5 percent.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Copy of 14 CCR Section 18775
2. City of Exeter reduction petition
3. Board Resolution # 94-38

Prepared by: Trevor M . Anderson l`1d~7W	 Phone (916) 255-2309 '

Reviewed by :	 Toni Galloway(CT

	

Phone (916) 255-2653

Reviewed by :	 Judith J . Friedmai,/4/. ,'- :./—Phone (916) 255-2555

Legal Review :	 Date/Timei((7/J 2•f9g .A .

U35



Section 18775 . Reduction in Diversion and Planning Requirements.

(a) A city or county may petition the Board, at a public hearing, to reduce the diversion requirements specified in
Public Resources Code section 41780, and planning requirements . To petition for a reduction, the city or county shall
present verification to the Board which indicates that achievement of the requirements is not feasible due to small
geographic size or low population density of the city or county and the small quantity of waste it generates . To quail,
to petition for a reduction in the diversion and planning requirements, a city or county must meet the following :

(1) For an incorporated city, a geographic area of less than 3 square miles or a population density of less than
1500 people per square mile and a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards per day or 60 tons per
day .

(2) For the unincorporated area of a county, a geographic area of less than 1500 square miles or a population
density of less than 10 people per square mile and a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards per day
or 60 tons per day.

b) Based on information presented at the hearing, the Board may establish reduced diversion requirements, and
alternative, but less comprehensive, planning requirements . A petitioner may identify those specific planning
requirements from which it wants to be relieved and provide justification for the reduction . Examples of reduced
planning requirements could include, but would not be limited to, reduced requirements for solid waste generation
studies, and reduced requirements and consolidation of specific component requirements . These reduced planning
requirements, if granted, must ensure compliance with Public Resources Code section 41782.

(c) Cities and counties requesting a reduction in the diversion and planning requirements must include the following
information in the reduction petition:

(1) A general description of the existing disposal and diversion systems, including documentation . of the types
and quantities of waste disposed and diverted . Documentation sources may include, but are not limited to, the
following :

(A) Solid Waste Generation or Characterization Studies;

(B) Diversion data from public and private recycling operations;

(C) Current year waste loading information from permitted solid waste facilities used by the
jurisdiction;

(2) Identification of the specific reductions being requested (i .e . diversion or planning requirements or both);

(3) Documentation of why attainment of mandated diversion and planning requirements is not feasible.
Examples of documentation could include, but are not limited to:

(A) Evidence from the documentation sources specified in paragraph (c)(1) of this section;

(B) Verification of existing solid waste budget revenues and expenses from the duly authorized
designated representative of the city or county;

(4) The planning or diversion requirements that the city or county feels are achievable, and why.

(d) Cities and counties which petition . the Board and receive a reduction in the diversion and planning requirements
pursuant to this section, shall fully address the following issues in an annual report submitted to the Board within 90
days of the anniversary date the reduction was originally granted, and each year thereafter until the Board-mandated
diversion levels are met:

(1) the city or county's current activities to establish and maintain source reduction and recycling
programs;

(2) changes in demographics in the city or county;

(3) changes in types and amounts of waste generated in the city or county;

(4) changes in funding sources for implementing the Elements or Plan;

(5) changes in markets for the city or county's recyclables.

(e) The Board may, upon review of the annual report, find that a revision or revocation of the reduction is necessary.
The Board shall present any such findings at a public hearing .

	

•

(f) If a regional agency is named in a regional agreement as the responsible entity for the achievement of the diversion
requirements specified in PRC section 41780, neither the regional agency nor any member of the regional agency will be
eligible for a reduction in the diversion requirements of PRC section 41780.

NOTE : Authority cited: Section 40502, Public Resources Code . Reference : Section 41782, 41783 through
41786 and 41802, 40973 Public Resources Code .
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1 .0 SUMMARY

The City of Exeter is committed to cooperating with the State to achieve the intentions of AB 939.

However, because of the fiscal impacts of other State-mandated programs, the small population

base of the City, limited City staff and financial resources, and limited commercial and industrial

businesses with corresponding significant waste volumes, the City of Exeter will not be able to

feasibly achieve a 25% diversion rate by 1995. As an alternative, the City proposes to implement

targeted programs that it believes to be feasible and effective in producing a 13 .5% diversion rate

by 1995.

The City of Exeter hereby petitions the California Integrated Waste Management Board and

requests that . the Board consider the conditions facing the City and approve its petition for an

alternative diversion program.

2 .0 ELIGIBILITY TO PETITION .THE BOARD

The City of Exeter meets the criteria established by the CIWMB regulations for filing this petition:

Geographic Areal	2 .09 square miles

Waste Generation Rate (1990)2	22 .7 tons/day (38 cubic yards)

Sources : 1 Howard Ricks, Director, City of Exeter Public Works Department.
2 Preliminary Draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of

Exeter, September 1991.

3 .0 TYPE OF PETITION

3 .1 Short-Term Planning Period

The City of Exeter requests that the diversion level for the short term planning period (1991 -

1995) be reduced from 25% to 13 .5% because it cannot feasibly meet the diversion requirements in

an efficient and cost effective manner.

3 .2 ' Medium-Term Planning Period

The City also does not believe that is can feasibly meet the medium-term (1996-2000) diversion

requirement of 50% in an efficient and cost effective manner and intends to petition the CIWMB

prior to the year 2000 for a reduction in its medium-term diversion requirements . .

City of Exeter - CIWMB Petition
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4 .0 EXISTING CONDITIONS

4 .1 Geographic Setting and Physical Characteristics

The City of Exeter is located in Tulare County, in the southeast portion of the San Joaquin Valley.

This area is predominantly flat, but is bounded on the east by the foothills of the Sierra Nevada

mountain chain. The City of Exeter is 2.09 square miles in area and is surrounded by the rural,

unincorporated area of Tulare County and the City of Farmersville to the . west

4 .2 Population and Housing

The 1993 population of the City of Exeter is estimated at 7,925 persons (California Department of

Finance Report 93 E-1, Population Estimates for California Cities and Counties, Official State

Estimates, May 1993) . The housing units in the City of Exeter include 1,961 single-family units,

503 multi-family units, 170 mobile homes, and 17 other residential units (State Census Data

Center, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, Summary Tape File 1, Complete Tables).

4 .3 Economy

The City of Exeter is primarily a bedroom community; major job opportunities are available in the

larger communities, Visalia, Tulare, and Porterville within Tulare County or in the larger cities,

Fresno to the north and Bakersfield to the south . The major employers in Exeter with their

respective employment figures include the following:

• School District 330

S.L. Douglass 305

• Exeter Memorial District Hospital 200

• Mayflower Packing 142

• Workman Enterprises 100

The median household income in 1989 was $20,880 (U .S. Census of 1990).

4 .4 Solid Waste Generation and Management

Solid Waste Generation

An Initial Solid Waste Generation Study was completed for the City pursuant to Article 6 .1 of the

Planning Guidelines issued by the CIWMB . The results of the study are summarized in Table 1 .

I
I

I
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Table I

SOLID WASTE GENERATION 1
(Tons/Year -1990) .

Source: Preliminary Draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Exeter, September 1991.

The Initial Solid Waste Generation Study prepared for the City was part of a joint-regional study

conducted for all jurisdictions in Tulare County . The waste disposal characterization study was
performed using a quantitative field methodology . Waste disposal quantities were obtained
through County disposal records and quantity records from hauler records . Residential and

commercial loads for the region were sampled and sorted to determine the composition of wastes
disposed of. Industrial/roll-off loads and self-haul loads for the region'were visually surveyed to

determine the composition of wastes disposed of. Waste diversion quantities were determined

using jurisdiction-specific data from various diversion programs and recycling facilities.

Disposal Sites

There are no permitted solid waste disposal facilities or sites in the City of Exeter . The Woodville
Disposal Site, located approximately 14 miles southwest of the City in the unincorporated area of

Tulare County, serves as the primary disposal site for waste generated within the City . The landfill
is owned and operated by Tulare County.

Collection Services

Allied Disposal has an exclusive franchise contract through November 1997 with the City of Exeter

for the collection of solid waste disposed of in the City . Subscription to Allied Disposal's service

is mandatory and all residential and commercial customers are billed for the service by the City.

Source

	

Disposed

	

Diverted

	

Incinerated

	

Generated

Residential

	

3,927

	

255

	

0

	

4,182
Commercial

	

1,512

	

3242	173 2	2,009
Industrial

	

0

	

0

	

0

	

0
Self-Haul

	

2,080

	

0

	

0

	

2,080

Total

	

7,519

	

579

	

173

	

8,271

1 Solid Waste Generation data has been modified to exclude inert solids diverted through an asphalt
recycling program and a private industrial facility pursuant to AB 2494.

2 Represents all non-residential diversion or incineration including industrial and self-haul.
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Collection services provided by Allied Disposal are automated and all residential and some

commercial customers are provided with 100-gallon automatic containers . Other commercial

customers use bins ranging from one to six cubic yards in size.

The City of Exeter's Public Works Department also provides special leaf pick-ups in the fall and

winter of each year.

Current Diversion Activities

The Initial Solid Waste Generation Study identified waste diversion quantities by collecting

jurisdiction-specific diversion data from various diversion programs and recycling facilities.

Diversion programs identified include the following:

• Use of cloth diapers instead of disposable diapers.

• California Certified Redemption Centers buy-back programs which collect PET California
redemption value (CRV) containers, glass CRV and other glass food and beverage
containers, and aluminum cans.

• Commercial/industrial programs that collect cardboard for recycling.

• A Landfill salvage program at the Woodville Disposal Site which recovers other aluminum
metals, other ferrous metals, and white goods from self-haul loads for recycling.

• A reduced tipping fee is charged at the Woodville Disposal Site for disposal of clean loads of
yard and wood waste. These materials are processed and used as fuel for biomass or
cogeneration plants . .

• Inert solids are diverted through an asphalt salvage program prior to reaching a disposal site.

• Sand (inert solids) is diverted from an industrial facility for use in an aggregate cement.

• The City of Exeter recently began a program for the seasonal collection of leaves from City
streets. The leaves are collected with a vacuum truck and are composted in a windrow
composting system.

The Initial Solid Waste Generation Study identified 1,881 tons of waste materials that were

diverted by these programs in 1990 ; this represents 19.6% of the waste generated in the City.

Table 2 presents a summary of the diversion activity by material type . Another 160 tons of yard

waste and 13 tons of tires were diverted to transformation facilities in 1990 . I
I

I
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Table 2 

DIVERSION BY MATERIAL TYPE 
(TonslYear - 1990) 

Material Residential Non-Residential 

CXUKraft 0 229 
PET 4 0 
CRV Glass 26 0 
Other Glass 9 0 
Aluminum Cans 88 0 
Other Aluminum 0 10 
Steel Cans 83 0 
Other Ferrous 0 64 
White Goods 0 21 
Yard Waste 42 0 
Dwen 3 0 
Inert Solids 0 1302 

Total 255 1.626 

Source: Reliminary Draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element. City of 
Exeter. September 1991. 

- 

~ & e m b l ~  bill 2494 (Sher), Statutes of 1992, changed the method by which.compliance with the 

diversion requirements is determined from a generation based method to a disposal based method. 

Assembly bill 2494 also specifies that for the purposes of determining the base amount of-solid 

waste from which the diversion requirements are calculated, "solid waste" does not include the 

diversion of agricultural wastes, inert solids, white goods, and scrap metals unless all three of the 

following criteria are met: 

"(1) The city, county o r  regional agency demonstrates that the material was 
diverted from a permitted disposal facility through an action by the city, county, or 
regional agency which specifically resulted in the diversion. 

: . (2) The city, county, or regional agency demonstrates that, prior to January 1, 
1990. the solid waste which is claimed to have been diverted was disposed of at a 
permitted disposal facility in the quantity being claimed as diversion. 

(3) The city, county, or regional agency is implementing, and will continue to 
implemeni, source reduction, reycling, and composting programs, as described in 
its source reduction and recycling elementn. 

Based on the provisions of AB 2494, the diversion quantities of other aluminum and other ferrous 

me& and whites goods recovered in the landfill salvage program are-still included in the baseline 

waste generation data. However, thediversion quantity of inert solids diverted through the asphalt 

City of Exefer - CIWMB Perilion Page 5 



salvage program and a private industrial facility have been eliminated from the waste generation

data because the three criteria listed above are not met . Based on the elimination of this diversion

activity from the baseline waste generation data, the existing diversion tonnage is reduced from

1,881 tons to 579 tons ; reducing the baseline diversion level to 7 .0%.

Types of Waste Disposed and Diverted

A profile of the waste disposal and waste diversion streams, modified to exclude-the inert solids as

described above, is included as Appendix I to this petition. Summaries of the types of waste

disposed of and diverted in the City of Exeter are provided in Figures 1 and 2.

Figure 1

WASTE DISPOSAL COMPOSITION SUMMARY

Source: Preliminary Draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Exeter, September 1991.

Spada! 2.4%
Other 9 .1%

Organics 25 .8%

Yard Waste 18 .1%

Note: Disposal percentages do not include the 173 tons of waste transformed in 1990 .

1
i

I
I
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Figure 2

WASTE DIVERSION COMPOSITION SUMMARY

5 .0 REASONS WHY A 25% DIVERSION LEVEL CANNOT BE ACHIEVED

5 .1 Programs Selected in the SRRE

A summary of the new diversion and education and public information programs initially selected

in the City's Preliminary Draft SRRE for implementation in the short-term planning period is

provided below. Table 3 summarizes the estimated program costs and material diversion rates to

be realized if each of these new programs were implemented.

Source Reduction Programs

1 . Public Education and Technical Assistance programs including:

a: Provide technical assistance to businesses and consumers / homeowners through
workshops and seminars on source reduction techniques and activities.

b. Provide public education efforts through the media, the school system, and City offices
programs to increase awareness of source reduction and waste management issues.

c. Provide public recognition and awards to individuals and businesses that implement
source reduction activities.

d. Promote backyard composting and xeriscaping.

Glass 6.0% Organics 0.5%

Metals 45 .9%

Yard Waste 7 .3%
Other Waste 0%
Special Waste 0%

Source: Preliminary Draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Exeter, September 1991 .
e;
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2. Rate Modification programs including:

a. The City will consider the practicality of modifications to the current residential
collection rate structure to a quantity-based user fee for both commercial and residential
collection; the City will continue its quantity-based user fee for commercial waste
collection.

b. Disposal fee modification to encourage the delivery of segregated loads to the landfill of
certain divertable materials. (Note: The County of Tulare will develop this program.
Should the County choose not to implement this alternative, the City does not have the
authority to modify disposal fees, and therefore this alternative would not be
implemented .)

3 . Regulatory programs to encourage source reduction on the part of local government, private
businesses, and City residents including:

a . . A City offices procurement program and policy to encourage source reduction through
purchasing decisions . Purchase preferences will be extended to materials and products
that have minimal packaging, are supplied in bulk, and are reusable, recyclable, and
durable.

Recycling Programs

4. Develop a residential curbside recycling program to collect and recycle aluminum and tin cans,
PET, HDPE, newspaper, CA redemption and other recyclable glass.

5. Develop a multi-family recycling program to collect and recycle aluminum and tin cans, PET,
HDPE, newspaper, CA redemption and other recyclable glass.

6. Develop a commercial / industrial recycling program to collect and recycle ferrous metals,
newspaper, wood, and corrugated cardboard.

7. The County currently salvages materials at the Woodville Disposal Site . This program would
expand the salvaging program and would recover corrugated cardboard, all metals, and inert
solids from roll-off boxes and self-haul loads. This program will be developed and operated
by the County, with assistance from the City.

Composting Programs

8. Establish a residential yard waste collection program.

9. Establish/expand a yard and wood waste drop-off program at the County landfills.

10. Develop a windrow composting system.

Special Waste Programs

11. Land application of sewage sludge for non-agricultural purposes .

I
I
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Education and Public Information Programs

12. Outreach efforts including:

• Coordination with Community Groups and Government Agencies
• Coordination with Non-Profit Organizations
• Participation in Local Events

13 . Technical Assistance efforts including:

• Junk Mail Reduction Program
• Brochures
• How-to Information
• Technical Assistance
• Recycling Videos

14. Public Awareness efforts including:

• Environmental Shopping Campaign
• Contests and Displays
• Promotional Materials

15. Education efforts including:

• Environmental Education Curriculum
• Special Assemblies, Field Trips

Summary of Programs Selected and Cost

The estimated program costs and material diversion to be realized through implementation of the

programs initially selected in the City's Preliminary Draft SRRE for the short-term planning period

are presented in Table 3 . The programs initially selected in the Preliminary Draft SRRE for

implementation in the short-term planning period were designed to achieve an additional 17 .1%

waste diversion for a total diversion level of 36 .7%. With the elimination of the diverted inert

solids from the baseline generation data pursuant to AB 2494, the total diversion level with

implementation of the programs identified in Table 3 would be reduced to 24 .1%.

5 .2 Barriers to Successful Program Implementation

The factors present in the City of Exeter which present significant barriers to successful

implementation of programs that would allow the City to achieve the 25% diversion goal include

limited availability of City staff and lack of funding associated with the small size of the City and

corresponding waste generation . Additionally, the lack of commercial and industrial enterprises of

significant size that would provide waste streams that are easily and economically targeted for

implementation of diversion programs contribute to the City's inability to achieve the 25%

I
k
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diversion goal . The conditions associated with limited staff availability and funding sources are

further described below.

Limited Availability of City Staff

The City has limited staff available to coordinate and monitor the implementation and operation of

new activities such as waste diversion and recycling programs . The City's Preliminary Draft

SRRE included plans for hiring a Program Coordinator for recycling, composting, and public

education programs to be shared with the Cities of Woodlake, Lindsay and Farmersville ; however,

this plan had to be abandoned due to lack of adequate financial resources . Thus, program

implementation must now be coordinated by the remaining staff resources who have other .

responsibilities concerning the City's operations.

Solid waste activities and AB 939 compliance are the responsibility of the Public Works Director.

This individual is also responsible for street maintenance, parks, water services, and wastewater

treatment. The salary and benefits figure presented in the Solid Waste Budget (Table 4), includes

bookkeeping for billing and collection, administration and supervision of franchise contract

services, and miscellaneous other services.

Coordination and implementation of the education and public information program and source

reduction, recycling, and composting programs proposed to achieve a 25% diversion level will

significantly impact the work-load of the existing staff.

Program Costs vs. Revenue Sources

Estimated initial and annual program costs for the programs initially selected in the Preliminary

Draft SRRE that were designed to achieve the additional 17 .1% diversion level fora total diversion

level of 36.7% originally planned are summarized in Table 3 . The projected diversion level is

reduced to 24.1% when the diverted inert solids are eliminated from the baseline generation data

pursuant to AB 2494.. The total initial program costs incurred directly by the City are estimated to

be $143,450, while the annual program costs are estimated to be $198,260 per year.

Implementation of these programs will substantially impact the financial resources of the City.

Giten the limited solid waste budget presented in Table 4 below, it is clear that the City cannot

feasibly meet the diversion requirements in an efficient and cost effective manner.

The potential revenue source initially identified in the City's Preliminary Draft SRRE to fund these

programs was an increase in the solid waste collection rate structure. Solid waste collection in the
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I
I Table 3

PROPOSED SHORT-TERM DIVERSION PROGRAMS - SRRE
Estimated Program Cost and Material Diversion'

I
I
I
r

I
I

I

1 Costs include the planning, implementation, and monitoring of programs.
2 Costs are included in the education and public information program.
3 Costs are included in existing programs.
4 Costs are borne'by the County.
5 Assumes expansion of yard-waste drop-off programs operated at the County landfills and that the

costs will be borne by the County.
6 No additional costs are expected with continuation of this program.
7 SRRE coordinator to be shared between four Cities (Woodlake, Exeter, Farmersville, and Lindsay);

this plan has already been abandoned due to lack of funds.
•

	

8 Diversion percentage included in above composting programs.
9 With existing diversion of 7 .0%, total future diversion would be 24 .1%. .

Source: Preliminary Draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Exeter, September 1991.

Initial

	

Material
Program

	

Year's Cost

	

Annual Cost

	

Diversion %

Source Reduction Programs

1. Public Education/Technical Assistance

2. Rate Structure Modifications

3. Regulatory Programs

Recycling Pro grams

4. Residential Curbside Recycling

	

$36,000

	

$52,650

5. Multi-family Curbside Recycling

	

$14,150

	

$18,000

6. Commercial/Industrial Recycling

	

$12,000

	

$16,800

7. County Landfill Salvage Programs

	

4

	

4

Composting Programs

8. Residential Yard Waste Collection

	

$40,000

	

$58,900

	

33%

9. Yard and Wood Waste Drop-off

	

5

	

5

	

5.5%

10.Windrow Composting System

	

$26,550

	

$38,160

	

8

Special Waste Programs

11.Land Application of Sewage Sludge

	

6

	

6

	

N/A

Education and Public Information Programs

12. through 15 .

	

$6,000

	

$5,000

	

N/A

Program Coordinator for Recycling/

	

$8,750

	

$8,750

	

N/A
Composting/Public Education Programs7

TOTAL

	

$143,450

	

- $198,260

	

17 .1'fo 9

0%

0%

3.7%

0.9%

1 .7%

2.0% .
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City is financed by monthly billings for service on residential and commercial solid waste

collection accounts. The City bills for both the residential and commercial collection service that

Allied Disposal provides, and collects a 27% franchise fee . The City's franchise fee is used to

cover expenses associated with the waste management system including street sweeping, leaf

collection, alley repairs (from waste collection truck damage), and billing and collection.

Included in the $28.00/ton tipping fee at the County owned and operated landfills is a $1 .00
surcharge for countywide household hazardous waste programs and a $3 .47 surcharge for
County-sponsored diversion programs.

The current rate for residential solid waste collection is $11 .50/month for one, 100-gallon
container, once per week; however, the rate will be increased to $12 .20/month beginning
December 1993. The collection rates are adjusted every two years for cost of living increases or if

landfill tipping fees increase significantly . Prior to commencing contract disposal services with

Allied Disposal in December 1991, the City provided twice weekly residential collection service.

With the advent of once per week collection, the residential collection rate was reduced . For
commercial solid waste collection, the current rates range from $25 .00/month for a 1-yard bin,
$55.00/month for a 3-yard bin to $90 .00/month for a 6-yard bin, for once per week pick-up.

Commercial collection rates were increased approximately 12% in 1991 when the City commenced

contract collection services. The commercial collection rates will be increased by 5 .6% beginning
December 1993.

Table 4 summarizes the City's solid waste budget for Fiscal Year 1993-94 . For Fiscal Year

1993/94, the City's Budget allocated $529,000 for solid waste collection and related services,

while the estimated revenue is $526,000. As noted in Table 4, the City's solid waste budget

includes an estimated fund balance at the beginning of Fiscal Year 1993/94 of $125,000 and an

estimated fund balance at the end of the fiscal year of $122,000. The fund balance is used to
cover contingency situations ; a portion will also be used to fund the start-up of the proposed

residential yard waste collection and processing program. With implementation of this program in

addition to existing diversion programs, the City could achieve a 13 .5% diversion level . Funding

for implementation of all of the programs required to meet the 25% diversion goal in an efficient

and cost effective manner is not economically and feasible for the City . Additionally, the small

population and economic base of the City places a strict limitation on the options for additional fees

or taxes levied against local citizens and/or businesses .

I

I
i

1
i
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Table 4

CITY OF EXETER - SOLID WASTE BUDGET
Fiscal Year 1993-94

Estimated Fund Balance $125,000
(July 1, 1993)

Expenses

Salary and Benefits 36,555
Office Expense 3,600
Special Department Expense 4,500
Telephone 100
Utilities 500
Maintenance of Buildings, Structures 500

and Grounds
Maintenance/Operation Vehicles 500
Contract Services : Allied Disposal 381,000
Insurance, Bonds & Retirement 2,745
Alley Repair 28,000
Franchise General Fund 27,000
I eaf Collection/Street Sweeping 44,000

Total Expenses $529,000

Revenue

Refuse Collection 525,000
Investment Earnings 1,000

Total Revenue $526,000

Estimated Fund Balance $122,000
(June 30, 1994)

Source : City of Exeter 1993-1994 Fiscal Budget and Roy Chase, City Manager.

I
S

I •
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5 .3 Cost Impact of Full Implementation of SRRE Programs

The median household income for the City of Exeter is substantially below that for California in

general. The local economic base is small and the City, like most other jurisdictions in the State, is

concerned about the continued viability of its local businesses and industries . To the extent

possible the City attempts to minimize the burden that the cost of local programs and services

places on its residents and businesses.

Residential refuse collection rates were increased 6% in December 1993 to reflect increases in

landfill tipping fees and the cost of refuse collection . Commercial and industrial refuse collection

rates were increased 5.6% at the same time. To achieve a 25% diversion rate through full

implementation of the programs listed in the City's SRRE these rates would have to be increased

an additional 37.5%. 1
Recent trends in the residential and commercial refuse collection rates and the increase that would

be required to fund full implementation of the SRRE programs are shown in Figures 3 and 4.

Figure 3

Residential Refuse Collection Rates
$/home/month
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Figure 4

Commercial/Industrial Refuse Collection Rates
Monthly Cost for Weekly Pick-up of a 3-yard Bin

6 .0 PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE WASTE DIVERSION PLAN

The City of Exeter is committed to pursuing a waste reduction program that is effective in

increasing the diversion of materials from local landfills but is also responsive to the fiscal realities

of the City . Table 5 presents an alternative waste diversion plan for the short-term planning period

based on modifications of programs selected for implementation in the Preliminary Draft SRRE.

The land application of sewage sludge would also be implemented under this alternative diversion

plan.

The City is pursuing the development of a yard waste collection and processing program that will

target yard waste from self haulers and the portion of the residential sector that utilizes commercial

landscaping services . Collection bins and roll-offs would be located at strategic points in the city

to receive the yard waste . The bins would be collected on a regular schedule and hauled to a

central area where the yard waste would be chipped. This program is anticipated to cost

approximately $4.00/household/month . Since the chipping or transfer site may be used by more

than one jurisdiction, records will .be kept of the amount of yard waste received from each

jurisdiction.
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In the short term,.the chipped material would be used locally for mulch. At least one private 

operator has announced plans for a cornposting facility that will serve the Tulare County a r k  As 
a 

this or other facilities become available, the City will evaluate the merits and costs of taking the 

yard waste to one of these facilities. 

As new markets for materials become available through t& local Recycling Market Development 

Zone, t h e c i t y  will investigate the f&ibility of diverting materials to such fabilities. The  

purchasing agent for the City will continue to monitor purchasing decisions to encourage the 
.- 

~. purchase of materials and products that are recycled, that haveminimal packaging, are supplied in 
.. bulk, and are reusable, recyclable and divertable. ?.-:.. 

.:. 
The City will promote participation in the yard waste program as well.as continued use of the AB 
\ 

2020 center through printed materials distributed with utility and tax bills. Special mailings and 

posters will be utilized as needed to announce the beginning or any major changes in the program. 

T o  the ertent practical, the City will utilize materials from the media kit distributed by the CIWMB 

for mailings or for fliers, notices, or other materials distributed through the school system or 
mailed directly to residents and businesses. 

Table 5 

PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE WASTE DIVERSION PLAN 

1 Diversion Percent 
I Tonsffr. Diversion 

Diversion Pro,gam 1995 1995 

Existing Programs1 668 7.0% 

' Residential Yard Waste Collection 620 6.5% 
Progrim and local processing program 

Total 1,288 13.5% 

Existing diversion (1990) without inert solids. 
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7 .0 MEDIUM-TERM DIVERSION PROGRAMS

The City also does not believe that it can feasibly achieve a 50% diversion level by the year 2000,

and therefore intends to petition the CIWMB prior to the year 2000 for a reduction in this diversion

mandate as well . At that time, the City will provide a report on the status of its existing diversion

programs. The tentative medium-term diversion programs identified in the Preliminary Draft

SRRE are summarized in Table 6, and include programs that would be deferred from

implementation in the short-term planning period as a result of this petition . To compensate for the

elimination of inert solids from the baseline generation data, the diversion tonnages for

newspapers, food, wood, and yard waste were increased over the tonnages presented in the

Preliminary Draft SRRE. The programs presented in Table 6 are tentative until an alternative,

reduced waste diversion plan would be reviewed by the CIWMB relative to the 50% diversion

goal.

8 .0 SOLID WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

Revised fifteen-year projections of the waste disposal and diversion quantities by material type

expected to be realized before . and after the City implements the waste diversion programs

described in Section 6 .0 Proposed Alternative Waste Diversion Plan, above and presented in

Section 7.0 Medium-Term Diversion Programs, are provided in Appendix II . These fifteen-year

projections are based on the revised baseline waste generation data that excludes the inert solids

that are diverted . A projected growth rate of 2 .9% per year was assumed, based on the City's

Preliminary Draft SRRE.
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Table 6

TENTATIVE MEDIUM-TERM DIVERSION PROGRAMS
Estimated Material Diversion

' Detail of diversion by program type for the medium-term planning period is not
included in the City's Preliminary Draft SRRE.

2 May be implemented in the short-term planning period.
3 May be counted towards diversion goal in the future.
4 With existing diversion of 7 .0%, total future diversion would be 50%.
Source: Preliminary Draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element, City of Exeter,

September 1991.

Program
Material'

Diversion %

Source Reduction Pro ms s

	

0%

1. Public Education/Technical Assistance

2. Rate Modification

3. Regulatory Programs

Recycling Programs

	

243%

4. Residential Curbside Recycling

5. Multi-family Curbside Recycling

6. Commercial/Industrial Recycling
a . Material Recovery Operation .

7. County Landfill Salvage Programs2

Composting Programs

8. Residential Yard Waste Collection

9. Yard and Wood Waste Drop-off
a. Collect Alternative Feedstocks

10. Windrow Composting System

Special Waste Programs

11.Land Application of Sewage Sludge3

Education and Public Information Programs

12. through 15.

Program Coordinator for Recycling/
Composting/Public Education Programs

TOTAL

	

43.0%4

18.7%

N/A

N/A

N/A

•

1

1

U

City of Ereter - C/WM8 Petition

	

Page /8



I
I
r
I
r
r
I

Appendix I

Solid Waste Generation Profiles
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City of Exeter - Waste Disposal Profile (1991 Landfill Sampling Data)

Residential Commercial Industrial Self Haul Total

OCC/Kraft 5.74% 14.97% 12.64% 6.08% 8.57%
Magazines 1 .33% 0.93% 0.10% 0.61% 0.96%
Mixed Paper 9.23% 10.42% 5.98% 3.99% 7.89%
Newsprint 7.14% 3.99% 0.51% 1 .91% 4.51%
High Grade 0.71% 3.11% 0.77% 0.80% 1 .34%
Other Paper 6.58% 8.07% 2.98% 1.52% 5.34%

Subtotal Paper 30.73% 41 .49% 22.98% 14.91% 28.61%

HDPE 1 .05% 1 .04% 1 .28% 0.21% 0.83%
PET 0.40% 0.19% 0.02% 0.08% 0.24%
Film Plastics 3.40% 3.72% 5.02% 1 .03% 2.92%
Polystyrene 0.45% 0.70% 0.34% 0.87% 0.62%
Other Plastic 2.73% 3.20% 3.05% 1 .40% 2.50%

Subtotal Plastic 8.03% 8.85% 9.71% 3.59% .

	

7.10%

Refillable Beverage 0.05% 0.00% 0.00% 0.15% 0.06%
CA Redemption Value 1.26% 1 .13% 0.18% 0.80% 1 .04%
Other Recyclable 2.51% 2.02% 0.31% 0.48% 1 .69%
Other Non-Recyclable 0.61% 0.66% 0.04% 0.34% 0.51%

Subtotal Glass 4.43% 3.81% 0.53% 1 .77% 3.31%

Aluminum Cans 0.30% 0.24% 0.02% 0.10% 0 .21%
Other Aluminum 0.30% 0.38% 0.05% 0.04% 0.23%
Bi-metal Cans 0.00% 0.00% 0.10% 0.44% 0.13%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 2.38% 1 .47% 0.04% 0.34% 1 .45%
Other Ferrous 2.48% 4.72% 2.76% 3.14% 3.25%
Other Non-ferrous 0.09% 0.06% 0.05% 0.02% 0.06%
White Goods 0.00% 0.00% 0.15% 0.96% 0.28%

Subtotal Metal 5.55% 6.87% . 3.17% 5.04% 5.60%

Leaves and Grass 16.15% .

	

4 .21% 1 .77% 9.26% 10.38%
Branches and Brush 5.27% 2.21% 10.67% 15.67% 7.70%

Subtotal Yard Waste 21 .42% 6.42% 12.44% 24.93% 18.08%

Food 12.40% 9.51% 2.29% 3.53% 8.62%
Rubber/iires 0.53% 1 .77% 0.06% 1 .10% 0.97%
Wood 1 .68% 4.07% 22.33% 15.63% 7.36%
Agri . Crop Residue 0.00% 0.38% 1 .42% 1 .23% 0.52%
Manure 0.06%

	

. 0.00% 0.00% 0.97% 0.29%
Textiles/Leather 3.83% 3.72% 5.33% 2.80% 3.60%
Diapers 4.53% 2.70% 0.10% 0.44% 2.67%
Other Organics 2.10% 2.55% 0.36% 0.82% 1 .76%

Subtotal Organics 25.13% 24.70% 31 .89% 26.52% 25.80%

' Inert Solids 3.04% 6.46% 18,65% 15.30% 8.21%
Hazardous Waste 0.47% 0.83% 0.01% 0.04% 0.41%
Appliances 0.51% 0.57% 0.03% 0 .29% 0.44%
Subtotal Other Wastes 4.02% 7.86% 18.69% 15 .63% 9.07%

Ash 0.00% -

	

0 .00% 0.02% 1 .91% 0.53%
Sewage Sludge 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Industrial Sludge 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Asbestos 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Auto Shredder Waste 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
Auto Bodies 0.00% 0 .00% 0.20% 0.00% 0.01%
Stuffed Furn ./Mattresses 0.69% 0 .00% 0.37% 5.70% 1 .89%
Subtotal Special Wastes 0.69% 0.00% 0.59% 7.61% 2.43%

Total 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% . .100.00%

4Y?



City of Exeter Waste Generation

	

(Tons/Year-1990)

Disposal Trans- Diversion Generation
Component Residential Commerdal Industrial Self Haul Total formation Total

OCC/Kraft 225 226 0 126 578 0 229 807
Magazines 52 14 . 0 13 79 0 0 79
Mixed Paper 362 158 0 83 603 0 0 603
Newsprint 280 60 0 40 380 0 0 380
High Grade 28 47 0 17 92 0 0 92
Other Paper 258 122 0 ' 32 412 0 0 412
Paper 1,207 627 0 310 2,144 0 229 2,373

HOPE 41 16 0 4 61 0 0 61
PET 16 3 0 2 20 0 4 24
Film.Plastics 134 - 56 0 21 211 0 0 211
Polystyrene 18 It 0 18 46 0 0 46
Other Plastic 107 48 0 29 185 0 0 185
Plastic 315 134 0 75 524 0. ' 4 528

Refillable Bev. 2 0 0 3 5 0 5
CA Redem . Value 49. 17 0 17 - 83 . , .

	

0 26 109
Other Recyclable 99 31 0 10 139 0 9 148
Other Non-Recyc. 24 10 0 7 41 0 0 41
Glass 174 58 0 37 268 0 35 303

Aluminum Cans 12 4 0 '2 17 0 88 105
Other Aluminum 12 6 0 1 18 0 10 28
Bi-metal Cans 0 0 0 9 9 0 0 9
Steel Cans 93 22 0 7 123 0 83 206
Other Ferrous 97 71 0 65 234 0 64 298
Other Non-ferrous 4 1 0 0 5 0 0 5
White Goods 0 '0 0 20 20 0 21 41
Metals 218 104 0 105 427 0 266 693

Leaves/Grass 634 64 0 193 890 13 20 923
Branches/Brush 207 33 0 326 566 147 22 735
Yard Waste 841 97 0 519 1,457 160 42 1,659

Food 487 144 0 73 704 0 0 704
Rubber/Tires 21 27 0 23 70 13 0 84
Wood 66 62 0 325 453 0 0 453
Agri .Crop Residue 0 6 0 26 31 .

	

0 0 31
Manure 2 0 0 20 23 0 0 23
Textiles/1..eather 150 56 0 58 265 0 0 265
Diapers 178 41 0 9 228 0 3 .

	

231
Other Organics 82 39 0 17 138 0 0 138
Organics 987 373 0 552 1,912 13 3 1,928

Inert Solids 119 98 0 318 535 0 0 535
Hazardous Waste 18 13 0 1 32 0 0 32
Appliances 20 9 0 6 35 0 0 35
Other Waste 158 119 0 325 602 0 0 602

Ash 0 0 0 40 . 40 . 0 0 40
Sewage Sludge 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Asbestos 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Auto Shred . Wst. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Stuffed Furn ./Matt . 27 0 0 119 146 0 0 146
Special Waste 27 0 0 158 185 0' 0 185

Total 3,927 1,512 0 2,080 7,519 173 579 8,271

1

1
1-
I
I

1
I
1
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
Existing Conditions

1991 1992
aASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 595 236 830 28A% 612 242 854 28 .4%
Magazines 81 0 81 0.0% 84 0 84 0.0%
Mixed Paper 620 0 620 0.0% 638 0 638 0.0%
Newspaper 391 0 391 0.0% 402 0 402 0.0%
High Grade 95 0 95 0.0% 97 0 97 0.0%
Other Paper 424 0 424 0.0% 436 0 436 0.0%

Subtotal 2,206 236 2,442 9.7% 2,270 242 2,513 9.7%
Plastic

HOPE 63 0 63 0.0% 65 0 65 0.0%
PET 21 4 25 16.7% 21 .

	

4 25 16 .7%
Film Plastics 217 0 217 0.0% 223 0 223 0.0%
Polystyrene 47 0 47 0.0% 49 .

	

0 .

	

49 0.0%
Other Plastic 190 0 190 0.0% 1% 0 1% 0.0%

Subtotal 538 4 542 0.8% 554 4 558 0.8%
blass

Refillable Beverage 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 85 27 112 23.9% 88 28 115 23 .9%
Other Recyclable 143 9 152 6.1% 147 10 157 6.1%
Other Non-recyclable 42 0 42 0.0% 43 0 43 0.0%

Subtotal 276 36 312 11.6% 284 37 321 11.6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 17 91 108 83.8% 18 93 111 83 .8%
Other Aluminum 19 10 29 35.7% 19 11 30 35.7%
Bi-metal Cans 9 0 9 0.0% 10 0 10 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 127 85 212 40.3% 130 88 218 40.3%
Other Ferrous 241 66 307 21 .5% 248 68 316 213%
Other Non-ferrous 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
White Goods 21 22 42 51 .2% 21 22 43 51 .2%

Subtotal 438 274 712 38.4% 451 282 733 38.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 929 21 950 2.2% 956 21 977 2.2%
Branches and Brush 734 23 756 3.0% 755 23 778 3.0%

Subtotal 1,663 43 1,706 2.5% 1,711 44 1,756 2.5%
Organics

Food 724 0 724 0.0% 745 0 745 0.0%
Rubber/fires 85 0 85 0.0% 88 0 88 0.0%
Wood 466 0 466 0.0% 480 0 480 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 32 0 32 0.0% 33 0 33 0.0%
Manure 24 0 24 0.0% 24 0 24 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 273 0 273 0.0% 281 0 281 0.0%
Diapers -

	

235 3 238 13% 241 3 245 13%
Other Organics - 142 0 142 0.0% 146 0 146 0.0%

Subtotal 1,981 3 1,984 0.2% 2,038 3 2,041 0.2%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 551 0 551 0.0% 566 0 566 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 33 0 33 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Appliances 36 0 36 0.0% 37 0 37 0.0%

Subtotal 619 0 619 0 .0% 637 0 637 0.0%

Ash 41 0 41 0.0% 42 0 42 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

*Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 150 0 150 0.0% 155 0 155 0.0%

Subtotal 191 0 191 0 .0% 197 0 197 0.0%

Total Waste 7,913 596 8,509 7 .0% 8,142 613 8,756 7.0%
y5!



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
Existing Conditions

1993 1994

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper
OCGKraft 630 250 879 28.4% 648 -

	

257 905 28.4%
Magazines 86 0 86 0.0% 89 0 89 .- .

	

0 .0%
Mixed Paper 657 0 657 0.0% 676 0 676 0.0%
Newspaper 414 0 414 0.0% - 426 0 426 0.0%
High Grade 100 0 100 0.0% 103 0 103 0.0%
Other Paper 449 0 449 0.0% 462 0 462 0.0%

Subtotal 2,336 250 2,585 9.7% 2,404 257 2,660 9.7%
Plastic

HDPE 66 0 66 0.0% 68 0 . 68 0.0%
PET

	

- 22 4 26 16 .7% 22 4 27 16 .7%
Film Plastics 230 0 =

	

230 0.0% 237 0 237 0.0%
Polystyrene 50 0 50 0.0% 52 0 52 0.0%
Other Plastic 202 0 202 0.0% 207 0 207 0.0%

Subtotal 570 4 574 0.8% 586 4 591 0.8%
Glass

Reitllable Beverage 5 0 5 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 90 28 119 23.9% 93 29 122 23.9%
Other Recyclable 151 10 161 6.1% 156 10 166 6.1%
Other Non-recyclable 45 0 45 0.0% 46 0 46 0.0%

Subtotal 292 38 330 11.6% 300 39 340 1L6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 19 96 114 83 .8% 19 99 118 83.8%
Other Aluminum 20 11 31 , 35.7% 20 11 31 35.7%
13i-metal Cans 10 0 10 0.0% 10 0 10 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 134 90 224 40.3% 138 93 231 40.3%
Other Ferrous 255 70 325 21 .5% 262 72 334 21 .5%
Other Non-ferrous 5 0 5 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 22 23 45 51 .2% 22 24 46 51 .2%

Subtotal 464 290 754 38.4% 478 298 776 38.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 984 22 1 .006 2.2% 1,012 22 1,035 2 .2%
Branches and Brush 777 24 801 3.0% 799 25 824 3.0%

Subtotal 1,761 46 1,806 2.5% 1,812 47 1,859 2.5%
organics

Food 767 0 767 0.0% 789 0 789 0.0%
RubberlTires 90 0 90 0.0% 93 0 93 0.0%
Wood - 494 0 494 0.0% 508 0 508 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 34 0 34 0.0% 35 0 35 0.0%
Manure 25 0 25 0.0% 26 0 26 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 289 0 289 0.0% 297 0 297 0.0%
Diapers 248 3 252 1 .3% 256 3 259 1 .3%

'Other Organics 150 0 150 0.0% 155 0 155 0.0%
Subtotal 2,097 3 2,101 •

	

0.2% 2,158 3 2,162 0.2%
other Wastes

Inert Solids 583 0 583 0.0% 600 0 600 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 35 0 35 0.0% 36 0 36 0.0%
Appliances 38 0 38 0.0% 39 0 39 0.0%

Subtotal 656 0 656 0.0% 675 0 675 0.0%

Ash 44 0 44 0.0% 45 0 45 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 -

	

0 0 .0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0• 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 159 0 159 0.0% 164 0 164 0.0%

Subtotal 203 0 203 0.0% 209 0 209 0.0%

Total Waste 8,379 631 9,009 7.0% 8,622 649 9,271 7.0% 432-



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
Existing Conditions

1995 1996
*WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCGICraft 667 264 931 28.4% 686 272 958 28.4%
Magazines 91 0 91 0.0% 94 0 94 0.0%
Mixed Paper 696 0 696 0.0% 716 0 716 0.0%
Newspaper 438 0 438 0.0% 451 0 451 0.0%
High Grade 106 0 106 0.0% 109 0 109 0.0%
Other Paper 475 0 475 0.0% 489 0 489 0.0%

Subtotal 2,473 264 2,738 9.7% 2,545 272 2,817 9.7%
Plastic

HDPE 70 0 70 0.0% 72 0 72 0.0%
PET 23 5 28 16.7% 24 5 28 16 .7%
Film Plastics 243 0 243 0.0% 250 0 250 0.0%
Polystyrene 53 0 53 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%
Other Plastic 213 0 213 0.0% 220 0 220 0.0%

Subtotal 603 5 608 0.8% 621 5 626 0.8%
blase

Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 O.C%
CA Redemption Value 96 30 126 23.9% 99 31 129 23 .9%
Other Recyclable 160 10 171 6.1% 165 11 176 6 .1%
Other Non-recyclable . 47 0 47 0.0% 49 0 49 0 .0%

Subtotal 309 40 350 11 .6% 318 42 MO 11 .6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 20 102 121 83 .8% 20 104 125 83.8%
Other Aluminum 21 12 32 35.7% 21 12 33 35.7%
Bi-metal Cans 10 0 10 .

	

0.0% 11 0 •

	

11 0 .0%
03teel Food & Best . Cana 142 96 238 40.3% 146 99 245 40.3%

,, . . . / Other Ferrous 270 74 344 21 .5% 278 76 354 21 .5%
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 23 24 47 51 .2% 24 25 49 51 .2%

Subtotal 491 307 798 38.4% 506 316 821 38.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 1,042 23 1,065 2.2% 1,072 24 1,096 2.2%
Branches and Brush 823 25 848 3.0% 846 26 873 3.0%

Subtotal 1,864 48 1,913 2.5% 1,918 50 1,968 2 .5%
brganics

Food 812 0 812 0.0% 836 0 836 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 96 0 96 0.0% 99 0 99 0.0%
Wood 523 0 523 0.0% 538 0 538 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 36 0 36 0.0% 37 0 37 0.0%
Manure 27 0 27 0.0% 27 0 27 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 306 0 306 ' 0.0% 315 0 .315 0.0%
Diapers 263 3 266 1 .3% 271 4 274 .1 .3%
Other Organics

	

- 159 0 159 0.0% 164 0 164 0.0%
Subtotal 2,221 3 2,224 0.2% 2,285 4 2,289 0.2%

other Wastes
Inert Solids 617 0 617 0.0% 635 0 635 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 37 0 37 0.0% 38 0 38 0.0%
Appliances 40 0 40 0.0% 42 0 .

	

42 0.0%
Subtotal .

	

695 0 695 0.0% 715 0 715 0.0%

Ash 46 0 46 0.0% 47 0 47 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

dustrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
.sbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 168 0 168 0.0% 173 .0 .

	

173 0.0%
Subtotal 215 0 215 0.0% 221 0 221 0 .0%

Total Waste 8,872 668 9,540 7.0% 9,129 687 9,816 7 .0% 453



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
Existing Conditions

1997 1998
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

- Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 706 280 986 28.4% 727 288 1,014 28 .4%
Magazines 97 0

	

97 0.0% 99 0

	

99 0.0%
Mixed Paper 737 0

	

737 0.0% 758 0

	

758 0.0%
Newspaper 464 0 464 0.0% 478 0 478 0.0%
High Grade 112 0 112 0.0% 116 0 116 0.0%
Other Paper 503 0 503 0.0% 518 0 . 518 0.0%

Subtotal 2,619 280 2,899 9.7% 2,695 288 2,983 9.7%
Plastic

HDPE 75 0 75 0.0% 77 0 77 0.0%
PET 24 5 29 16.7% 25 5 30 16 .7%
Film Plastics

	

.

	

-

	

. 258 0 258 0.0% 265 0 265 0.0%
Polystyrene 56 0 56 0.0% 58 0 58 0.0%
Other Plastic 226 0 226 . .

	

0 .0% 233 0 233 0.0%
Subtotal 639 5 644 0.8% 657 5 662 0.8%

bless
Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 101 32 133 23 .9% 104 33 137 23.9%
Other Recyclable 170 11 181 6.1% 175 11 186 6.1%
Other Non-recyclable 50 0 50 0 .0% 52 0 52 0.0%

Subtotal 327 43 370 11.6% . 337 44 381 11 .6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 21 107 128 83.8% 21 111 132 83.8%
Other Aluminum 22 12 34 35.7% 23 13 .

	

35 35.7%
Bi-metal Cans 11 0 11 0.0% 11 0 11 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 150 -

	

101 252 . 40.3% 155 104 259 40.3%
Other Ferrous 286 78 364 21 .5% 294 80 375 21 .5%
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 24 26 50 51 .2% 25 26 52 51 .2%

Subtotal 520 325 845 38.4% 535 334 870 38.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 1,103 24 1,127 2.2% 1,135 25 1,160 2 .2%
Branches and Brush 871 27 898 3.0% 896 28 924 3.0%

Subtotal 1,974 51 2,025 2.5% 2,031 53 2,084 2 .5%
Organics

Food 860 0 860 0.0% 885 0 885 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 101 0 101 0.0% 104 0 104 0.0%
Wood 553 0 553 0.0% 569 0 569 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 38 0 38 0.0% 39 0 39 0.0%
Manure 28 0 28 0.0% 29 0 29 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 324 0 324 0.0% 333 0 333 0.0%
Diapers 279 4 282 1 .3% 287 4 290 .

	

1 .3%
Other Organics 169 .

	

0 169 0.0% 173 0 173 0.0%
Subtotal 2,351 4 2,355 0.2% 2,420 4 2,423 0.2%

er

	

astes
Inert Solids 654 0 654 0.0% 672 .

	

0 672 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 39 0 39 0.0% 40 0 40 0.0%
Appliances 43 0 43 0.0% 44 0 44 0.0%

Subtotal 735 0 735 0.0% 757 0 .

	

757 0.0%

Ash 49 0 49 0.0% 50 0 50 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% . 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 178 0 178 0.0% 184 0 184 0.0%

Subtotal 227 0 227 0.0% 234 0 234 0.0%

Total Waste . 9,394 707 10,101 7.0% 9,666 728 10,394 7.0%



I

15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
Existing Conditions

1999 2000
•WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 748 296 1,044 28.4% 769 305 1,074 28.4%
Magazines 102 0 102 0.0% 105 0 105 0.0%
Mixed Paper 780 0 780 0.0% 803 . 0 803 0.0%
Newspaper 491 0 491 0.0% 506 0 506 0.0%
High Grade 119 0 119 0.0% 122 0 122 0.0%
Other Paper 533 0 533 0.0% 548 0 548 0.0%

Subtotal 2,773 296 3,069 9.7% 2,854 305 3,158 9.7%
Plastic

HDPE 79 0 79 0.0% 81 0 81 0.0%
PET 26 5 31 16 .7% 27 5 32 16.7%
Film Plastics 273 0 273 0.0% 281 0 281 0.0%
Polystyrene 59 0 59 0.0% 61 0 61 0.0%
Other Plastic 239 0 239 0.0% 246 0 246 0.0%

Subtotal 676 5 682 0.8% 696 5 701 0.8%
Class

Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 7 0 7 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 107 34 141 23.9% 110 35 145 23 .9%
Other Recyclable 180 12 191 6.1% 185 12 197 6.1%
Other Non-recyclable 53 0 53 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%

Subtotal 347 45 392 11 .6% 357 47 403 11.6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 22 114 136 83.8% 23 117 140 83 .8%
Other Aluminum 23 13 36 35.7% 24 13 37 35.7%
Bi-metal Cans 12 0 12 0.0% 12 0 12 0.0%

. Steel Food & Bev . Cam 159 107 266 40.3% 164 110 274 40.3%
Other Ferrous 303 83 385 21 .5% 311 85 397 21.5%
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 7 0 7 0.0%
White Goods 26 27 53 51 .2% 27 28 55 51.2%

Subtotal 551 344 895 38.4% 567 354 921 38.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 1,168 26 1,194 2.2% 1,202 27 1,228 2.2%
Branches and Brush 922 28 951 3.0% 949 29 978 3.0%

Subtotal 2,090 54 2,144 2 .5% 2,151 56 2,207 2.5%
Organics

Food 911 0 911 0.0% 937 0 937 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 107 0 107 0.0% 110 0 110 0.0%
Wood 586 0 586 0.0% 603 0 603 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 40 0 40 0.0% 41 0 41 0.0%
Manure 30 0 30 0.0% 31 0 31 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 343 0 343 0.0% 353 0 353 0.0%
Diapers 295 4 299 1 .3% .

	

-- 303 4 307 1 .3%
Other Organics 178 0 178 0.0% 184 0 184 0.0%

Subtotal 2,490 4 2,494 0.2% 2,562 4 2,566 0.2%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 692 0 692 0.0% 712 0 712 0.0%
Hazardous Waste .

	

41 0 41 0.0% 43 0 43 0.0%
Appliances 45 0 -

	

45 0.0% 47 0 47 0.0%
Subtotal 779 0 779 0 .0% 801 0 801 0.0%

Ash 52 0 52 0.0% 53 0 53 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

. Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 . 0 .

	

0 .0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 189 0 189 0.0% 194 0 194 0.0%

Subtotal 241 0 241 0 .0% 248 0 248 0.0%

Total Waste 9,946 749 10,695 7 .0% 10,235 771 11,005 7.0%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
Existing Conditions

2001 2002
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper -

000/Kraft 792 314 1,105 28.4% 815 323 1,137 28.4%
Magazines 108 0 108 0.0% 111 0 111 0.0%
Mixed Paper 826 0 826 0.0% 850 0 850 0.0%
Newspaper 520 0 520 0.0% • 536 0 536 0.0%
High Grade 126 0 126 0.0% 130 0 130 0.0%
Other Paper 564 . 0 564 0.0% 581 0 . 581 0.0%

Subtotal 2,936 314 3,250 9.7% 3,021 323 3,344 9 .7%
Plastic .

_

HDPE 84 0 84 0.0% 86 0 86 0.0%
PET 27 5 33 16.7% 28 6 34 16.7%
Film Plastics 289 0 289 0.0% 297 0 297 0.0%
Polystyrene 63 0 63 0.0% 65 0 65 0.0%
Other Plastic 253 0 253 0.0% 261 0 261 0.0%

Subtotal 716 5 722 0.8% 737 6 743 0.8%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 7 0 7 0.0% 7 0 7 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 114 36 149 23.9% 117 37 154 23.9%
Other Recyclable 190 12 203 6.1% 196 13 209 6.1%
Other Non-recyclable 56 0 56 0.0% 58 0 58 0.0%

Subtotal 367 48 415 11.6% 378 49 427 11.6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 23 121 144 83 .8% 24 124 148 83 .8%
Other Aluminum 25 14 38 35.7% 25 14 39 35.7%
Bi-metal Cans 12 0 12 0.0% 13 0 13 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 168 114 282 40.3% 173 117 290 40.3 :
Other Ferrous 320 88 408 21.5% 330 90 420 21 .5%
Other Non-ferrous 7 0 7 0.0% 7 0 7 0.0%
White Goods 27 29 56 51 .2% 28 30 58 51 .2%

Subtotal 583 364 948 38.4% 600 375 975 38.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 1,237 27 1,264 2.2% 1,273 28 1,301 2.2%
Branches and Brush 976 30 1,007 3.0% 1,005 31 1,036 3 .0%

Subtotal 2,213 58 2,271 2.5% 2,277 59 2,337 2.5%
Organics

Food 964 0 964 0.0% 992 0 992 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 114 0 114 0.0% 117 0 117 0.0%
Wood 620 0 620 0.0% 638 0 638 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 42 0 42 0.0% 44 0 44 0.0%
Manure 31 0 31 0.0% 32 .0 32 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 363 0 363 0.0% 373 0 373 0.0%
Diapers 312 4 316 1 .3% 321 4 326 1 .3%
Other Organics 189 0 189 0.0% 194 0 194 0.0%

Subtotal 2,636 4 2,640 0.2% 2,713 4 2,717 0.2%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 733 0 733 0.0% 754 0 754 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 44 0 44 0.0% 45 0 45 0.0%
Appliances 48 0 48 0.0% 49 0 49 0.0%

Subtotal 824 0 824 0.0% 848 0 848 •

	

0.0%

Ash

	

. 55 0 55 0.0% 56 0 56 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 .

	

0 0 .0%
industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% . 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 200 0 200 0.0% 206 0 206 0.0%

Subtotal 255 0 255 0.0% 262 0 262 0.0%

Total Waste 10,532 793 11,325 7.0% 10,837 816 ~

	

11,653 7.0%
ZIP



I
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
Existing Conditions

2003 2004

0VVASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper
OCC/Kraft 838 332 1,170 28.4% 862 342 1,204 28.4%

Magazines 115 0 115 0.0% 118 0 118 0.0%

Mixed Paper 874 0 874 0.0% 900 0 900 0.0%

Newspaper 551 0 551 0.0% 567 0 567 0.0%

High Grade 133 0 133 0.0% 137 0 137 0.0%

Other Paper 597 0 597 0.0% 615 0 . 615 0.0%

Subtotal 3,109 332 3,441 9.7% 3,199 342 3,541 9.7%

Plastic
HDPE .

	

88 0 88 0.0% 91 0 91 0.0%

PET 29 6 35 16.7% 30 6 36 16.7%

Film Plastics 306 0 306 0.0% 315 0 315 0.0%

Polystyrene 67 0 67 0.0% 69 0 69 0.0%

Other Plastic 268 0 268 0.0% 276 0 276 0.0%

Subtotal 758 6 764 0.8% 780 6 786 0.8%

Z:lass
Refillable Beverage 7 0 7 0.0% . 7 0 7 0.0%

CA Redemption Value 120 38 158 23 .9% 124 39 163 23 .9%

Other Recyclable 202 13 215 6.1% 207 13 221 6.1%

Other Non-recyclable 59 0 59 0.0% 61 0 61 0.0%

Subtotal 389 51 439 11 .6% 400 52 452 11 .6%

Metals
Aluminum Cans 25 128 152 83.8% 25 131 157 83.8%

Other Aluminum 26 15 41 35.7% 27 15 42 35.7%

Br-metal Cans 13 0 13 0.0% 13 0 13 0 .0%

reel Food & Bev . Cans 178 120 299 40.3% 184 124 307 40.3%

Other Ferrous 339 93 432 21 .5% 349 95 445 21.5%
Other Non-ferrous 7 0 7 0.0% 7 0 7 0.0%

White Goods 29 30 59 51.2% 30 31 61 51 .2%
Subtotal 618 386 '

	

1,003 38.4% 636 397 1,033 38.4%

Yard Waste
Leaves and Grass 1,309 29 1,338 2.2% 1,347 30 1,377 2.2%

Branches and Brush 1,034 32 1,066 3.0% .

	

1,064 33 1,097 3.0%
Subtotal 2,343 61 2,404 2 .5% 2,411 63 2,474 2 .5%

rganics
Food 1,021 0 1,021 0.0% 1,050 0 1,050 0.0%

Rubber/Tires 120 0 120 0.0% 124 0 124 0.0%
Wood 657 0 657 0.0% 676 0 676 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 45 0 45 0.0% 46 0 46 0.0%
Manure 33 0 33 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 384 0 384 0.0% 395 0 395 0.0%
Diapers 331 4 335 1 .3% 340 4 345 1 .3%
Other Organics 200 0 200 ' 0.0% 206 0 206 0.0%

Subtotal 2,791 4 2,796 0.2% 2,872 4 2,877 0.2%
ther Wastes

Inert Solids 776 0 776 0.0% 798 0 798 0.0%

.

	

Hazardous Waste 46 0 46 OM% .

	

48 .

	

0 48 0.0%
Appliances 51 0 `

	

51 0.0% 52 . 0 52 0.0%

Subtotal .873 0 873 0.0% 898 0 898 0.0%

Ash 58 0 58 60 0 60 0.0%

Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 .0%

Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 .0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 212 0 212 0 .0% 218 '

	

0 218 0.0%
Subtotal 270 0 270 0.0% 278 0 278 0 .0%

Total Waste 11,151 840 11,991 7 .0% 11,475 864 12,339 7 .0% 437



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS
City of Exeter - Existing Conditions

2005
WASTE TYPE

Disposal Diversion Generation
Diversion

Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 887 352 1,239 28.4%
Magazines 121 0 121 0.0%
Mixed Paper 926 0 926 0.0%
Newspaper 583 0 583 0.0%
High Grade 141 0 141 0.0'
Other Paper 633 0 633 0.0%

Subtotal 3,292 352 3,644 9.7%
Plastic

HDPE 94 0 94 0.0%
PET" 31 6 37 16.7%
Film Plastics 324 : . . 0 324 0.0%
Polystyrene 71 0 ' 71 0.0%
Other Plastic 284 0 284 0.0%

Subtotal 803 6 809 0.8%
Mass -

Refillable Beverage 8 0 8 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 127 40 167 23 .9%
Other Recyclable 213 14 227 6.1%
Other Non-recyclable 63 0 63 0.0%

Subtotal 411 54 465 1L6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 26 135 161 83 .8%
Other Aluminum 28 15 43 35.7%
Bi-metal Cans 14 0 14 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cana 189 127 316 40.3%
Other Ferrous 359 98 458 21.5%
Other Non-ferrous 8 0 8 0.0%
White Goods 31 32 63 51 .2%

Subtotal 654 408 1,063 38.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 1,386 31 1,417 2.2%
Branches and Brush 1,095 34 1,129 3.0%

Subtotal 2,481 64 2,546 2.5%
organics

Food 1,081 0 1,081 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 127 0 127 0.0%
Wood 696 0 696 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 48 0 48 0.0%
Manure 35 0 35 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 407 0 407 0.0%
Diapers 350 5 355 1 .3%
Other Organics 212 0 .212 0.0%

Subtotal 2,956 5 2,960 0.2%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 821 0 821 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 49 0 49 0.0%
Appliances 54 0 54 0.0%

Subtotal 924 0 924 0.0%

Ash 61 0 61 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 224 0 224 0.0%

Subtotal 286 0 286 0.0%

Total Waste 11,807 889 12,696 •

	

7 .0%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
With Program Implementation

1991 1992
*WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper -

000/Kraft 595 236 830 28.4% 612 242 854 28.4%
Magazines 81 0 81 0.0% 84 0 84 0.0%
Mixed Paper 620 0 620 0.0% 638 0 638 0.0%
Newspaper 391 0 391 0.0% 402 0 402 0.0%
High Grade 95 0 95 0.0% 97 0 97 0.0%
Other Paper 424 0 424 0.0% 436 0 436 0.0%

Subtotal 2,206 236 2,442 9.7% 2,270 242 2,513 9.7%
Plastic

HDPE 63 0 63 0.0% 65 0 65 0.0%
PET 21 4 25 16.7% 21 4 25 16.7%
Film Plastics 217 0 217 0.0% 223 0 223 0.0%
Polystyrene 47 0 47 0.0% 49 0 49 0.0%
Other Plastic 190 0 190 0.0% 196 0 196 0.0%

Subtotal 538 4 542 0.8% 554 4 558 0.8%
Blass

Refillable Beverage . 5 0 5 G .0% 5 0 5 0 .0%
CA Redemption Value 85 27 112 23.9% 88 28 115 23 .9%
Other Recyclable 143 9 152 6.1% 147 10 157 6.1%
Other Non-recyclable 42 0 42 0.0% 43 0 43 0.0%

Subtotal 276 36 312 11 .6% 284 37 321 11 .6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 17 91 108 83.8% 18 93 111 83.8%
Other Aluminum 19 10 29 35.7% 19 11 30 35.7%
Bi-metal Cans 9 0 9 0.0% 10 0 10 0.0%

Steel Food & Bev . Cans 127 85 212 40.3% 130 88 218 40.3%
-'Other Ferrous 241 66 307 21 .5% 248 68 316 21 .5%

Other Non-ferrous 5 0 5 0.0% 5 0 5 0.0%
White Goods 21 22 42 51 .2% 21 22 43 51 .2%

Subtotal 438 274 712 38 .4% 451 282 733 38.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 929 21 950 2.2% 956 21 977 2.2%
Branches and Brush 734 23 756 3:0% 755 23 778 3.0%

Subtotal 1,663 43 . .

	

1,706 2 .5% 1,711 44 1,756 2.5%

brganics
Food 724 0 724 0.0% 745 0 . 745 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 85 0 85 0.0% 88 0 88 0.0%
Wood 466 0 466 0.0% 480 0 480 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 32 0 32 0.0% 33 0 33 0.0%
Manure 24 0 24 0.0% 24 0 24 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 273 0 273 0.0% 281 0 281 0.0%
Diapers 235 3 238 1 .3% 241 3 .

	

245 13%
Other Organics 142 0 142 -

	

0.0% 146 0 146 0.0%
Subtotal 1,981 3 1,984 0.2% 2,038 3 2,041 0.2%

Other Wastes
Inert Solids 551 0 551 0.0% 566 0 566 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 33 0 _

	

33 0.0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Appliances 36 0 36 0.0% 37 0 37 0.0%

Subtotal 619 0 619 0.0% 637 0 637 0.0%

Ash 41 0 41 0 .0% 42 0 42 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

dustrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
OlAnsbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 150 0 150 0.0% 155 0 • 155 0.0%

Subtotal 191 0 191 0.0% 197 0 197 0.0%

Total Waste 7,913 596 8,509 7 .0% 8,142 613 8,756 7.0% 1459



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
With Program Implementation

1993 1994
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Rraft 630 250 879 28.4% 648 257 905 28.4%
Magazines 86 0 86 0.0% 89 0 89 0.0%
Mixed Paper 657 0 657 0.0% 676 0 676 0.0%
Newspaper 414 0 414 0.0% 426 0 426 0.0%
High Grade 100 0 100 0.0% 103 0 103 0.0%
Other Paper 449 0 449 0.0% 462 0 462 0.0%

Subtotal 2,336 250 2,585 9 .7% 2,404 257 2,660 9.7%
Plastic

HDPE :66 0 66 0.0% 68 0 68 0.0%
PEI' 22 4 26 16.7% 22 4 27 161%
Film Plastics 230 0 230 0.0% 237 0 237 0.0%
Polystyrene 50 0 50 0.0% 52 0 52 0.0%
Other Plastic 202 0 202 _

	

0 .0% 207 0 207 0.0%
Subtotal 570 4 574 0.8% 586 4 591 0.8%

bless
Refillable Beverage 5 0 5 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 90 28 119 23.9% 93 29 122 23.9%
Other Recyclable 151 10 161 6.1% 156 10 166 6.1%
Other Non-recyclable 45 0 45 0.0% 46 0 46 0.0%

Subtotal 292 38 330 11 .6% 300 39 340 11 .6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 19 96 114 83 .8% 19 99 118 83.8%
Other Aluminum 20 11 31 35.7% 20 11 31 351%
Bi-metal Cans 10 _

	

0 10 0 .0% 10 0 10 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 134 90 224 40.3% 138 93 231 40.3%
Other Ferrous 255 70 325 21 .5% 262 72 334 21 .5%
Other Non-ferrous 5 0 5 0 .0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 22 23 45 5L2% 22 24 46 5L2%

Subtotal 464 290 754 38 .4% 478 298 776 38.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 984 22 1,006 22% 1,012 22 1,035 2.2%
Branches and Brush 777 24 801 3 .0% 799 23 824 3.0%

Subtotal 1,761 46 1,806 2.5% 1,812 47 1,859 2 .5%
organics

Food 767 0 767 0.0% 789 0 789 0.0%
Rubber/Tires 90 0 90 0.0% 93 0 93 0.0%
Wood 494 0 494 0.0% 508 0 508 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 34 0 34 0.0% 35 0 35 0.0%
Manure 25 0 25 0.0% 26 0 26 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 289 0 289 0.0% 297 0 297 0.0%
Diapers 248 3 252 13% 256 3 259 L3%
Other Organics 150 0 150 0.0% 155 0 155 0.0%

Subtotal 2,097 3 2,101 0.2% 2,158 3 2,162 0.2%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 583 0 583 0 .0% 600 0 600 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 35 0 35 0.0% 36 0 36 0.0%
Appliances 38 0 38 0.0% 39 0 39 0.0%

Subtotal 656 0 656 0 .0% 675 0 675 0.0%

Ash 44 0 44 0.0% 45 0 45 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Furs ./Mattresses 159 0 159 0.0% 164 0 164 0.0%

Subtotal 203 0 203 0.0% 209 0 209 0.0%
Total Waste 8,379 631 9,009 7 .0% 8,622 649 9,271 7.0%
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter

•

	

With Program Implementation

1995 1996
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 667 264 931 28.4% 686 272 958 2&4%
Magazines 91 0 91 0.0% 94 0 94 0.0%
Mixed Paper 696 0 696 0.0% 716 0 716 0.0%
Newspaper 438 0 438 0.0% 451 0 451 0.0%
High Grade 106 0 106 0.0% 109 0 109 0.0%
Other Paper 475 0 475 0.0% 489 0 489 0.0%

Subtotal . 2,473 264 2,738 9.7% 2,545 272 2,817 9.7%
Plastic

. HDPE 70 0 70 0.0% 72 0 72 0.0%
PET 23 5 28 16.7% 24 5 28 16 .7%
Film Plastics 243 0 243 0.0% 250 0 250 0.0%
Polystyrene 53 0 53 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%
Other Plastic 213 0 213 0.0% 220 0 220 0.0%

Subtotal 603 5 608 0.8% 621 5 626 0.8%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 96 30 126 23.9% 99 31 129 23 .9%
Other Recyclable 160 10 171 6 .1% 165 11 176 6.1%
Other Non-recyclable 47 0 47 0.0% 49 0 49 0.0%

Subtotal 309 40 350 11.6% 318 42 360 11.6%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 20 102 121 83 .8% 20 104 125 83.8%
Other Aluminum 21 12 32 35.7% 21 12 33 35.7%
Bi-metal Cans 10 0 10 0.0% 11 0 11 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 142 96 238 40.3% 146 99 245 403%
Other Ferrous 270 74 344 21 .5% 278 .

	

76 354 21 .5%
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 23 24 47 51 .2% 24 25 49 51 .2%

Subtotal 491 307 798 38.4% 506 316 821 38 .4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 682 383 1,065 36.0% 702 394 1,096 36.0%
Branches and Brush 563 285 848 33.7% 579 294 873 33.7%

Subtotal 1,244 668 1,913 34.9% 1,280 688 1,968 34.9%
Organics

Food 812 0 812 0.0% 836 0 836 0.0%
Rubber/fires 96 0 96 0.0% 99 0 99 0.0%
Wood 523 0 523 0.0% 538 0 538 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 36 0 36 0.0% 37 0 37 0.0%
Manure 27 0 27 0.0% 27 0 27 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 306 0 306 0.0% 315 0 315 0.0%
Diapers . 263 3 266 13% 271 4 274 13%
Other Organics 159 0 159 0.0% 164 0 164 0.0%

Subtotal 2,221 3 2,224 0.2% 2,285 4 2,289 0.2%
Other

	

astes
Inert Solids 617 0 617 0.0% 635 0 635 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 37 0 .

	

37 0.0% 38 0 38 0.0%
Appliances 40 0 40 0 .0% 42 0 42 0.0%

Subtotal 695 0 695 0.0% 715 0 715 0.0%

Ash 46 0 46 0.0% 47 0 47 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%O Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% .0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Furn ./Mattresses 168 0 168 0.0% 173 0 173 0.0%

Subtotal 215 0 215 0.0% 221 0 221 0.0%

Total Waste 8,252 1,288 9,540 13.5% 8,491 1,325 9,816 13.5%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
With Program Implementation

1997 1998
WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion 4

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 706 280 986 28.4% 727 288 1,014 28.4%
Magazines 97 0 97 0.0% 99 0 99 0.0%
Mixed Paper 737 0 737 0.0% 758 0 758 0.0%
Newspaper 464 0 464 0.0% 478 0 478 0.0%
High Grade 112 0 112 0.0% 116 0 116 0.0%
Other Paper 503 0 503 0.0% 518 0 . 518 0.0%

Subtotal 2,619 280 2,899 9.7% 2,695 288 2,983 9.7%
Plastic

HDPE 75 0 75 0.0% 77 0 77 0.0%
PET 24 5 29 16.7% 25 5 30 16.7%
Film Plastics 258 0 258 0.0% 265 0 265 0.0%
Polystyrene 56 0 56 0.0% 58 0 58 0.0%
Other Plastic 226 0 226 0.0% 233 233 0.0%

Subtotal 639 5 644 0.8% 657 5 662 0.8%
Mass -

Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 101 32 133 23 .9% 104 33 137 23 .9%
Other Recyclable 170 11 181 6.1% 175 11 186 6.1%
Other Non-recyclable .

	

50 0 50 0.0% 52 0 52 0.0%
Subtotal 327 43 370 11 .6% 337 44 381 11 .6%

Metals
Aluminum Cans 21 107 128 83.8% 21 111 132 83.8%
Other Aluminum 22 12 34 35.7% 23 13 35 35.7%
Bi-metal Carts 11 0 11 0.0% 11 0 11 0.0%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 150 101 252 40.3% 155 104 259 40.3%
Other Ferrous 286 78 364 21 .5% 294 80 375 21 .5°k!
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 6 0 6 0.0%
White Goods 24 26 50 51 .2% 25 26 52 51 .2%

Subtotal 520 325 845 38.4% 535 334 870 38.4%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 722 406 1,127 36.0% 743 417 1,160 36.0%
Branches and Brush 596 302 898 33.7% 613 311 924 33.7%

Subtotal 1,318 708 2,025 34.9% 1,356 728 2,084 34.9%
Organics

Food 860 0 860 0.0% 885 0 885 0.0%
RubberlTires 101 0 101 0.0% 104 0 104 0.0%
Wood 553 0 553 0.0% 569 0 569 0.0%
Agri . Crop Residue 38 0 38 0.0% 39 0 39 0.0%
Manure 28 0 28 0.0% 29 0 29 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 324 0 324 0.0% 333 0 333 0.0%
Diapers 279 4 282 1 .3% 287 4 290 1 .3%
Other Organics • 169 0 169 0.0% 173 0 173 0.0%

Subtotal 2,351 4 2,355 0.2% 2,420 4 2,423 0.2%
'Wastes

Inert Solids 654 •

	

0 654 0.0% 672 0 672 0.0%
Hazardous Waste 39 0 39 0.0% 40 0 40 0.0%
Appliances 43 0 43 0.0% • 44 0 44 0.0%

Subtotal 735 0 735 0.0% 757 0 757 0.0%

Ash 49 0 49 0.0% 50 0 50 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 •

	

0 0 .0% •

	

0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge

	

. 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0% I
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 •

	

0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies

	

- 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 178 0 178 0.0% 184 0 184 0.0%

Subtotal 227 0 227 0 .0% 234 0 234 0.0%
Total Waste 8,737 1,364 10,101 13 .5% 8,991 1,403 10,394 13.5% w0Z
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15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
With Program Implementation

1999 2000

*WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion
Disposal

	

1 . Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper .

OCC/ICraft 748 296 1,044 28 .4% 271 803 1,074 74.8%
Magazines 102 0 102 0.0% 83 22 105 .21.0%
Mixed Paper 780 0 .780 0.0% 632 171 803 213%
Newspaper 491 0 491 0.0% 172 334 506 66.0%
High Grade 119 0 119 0 .0% 65 56 121 463%
Other Paper 533 0 533 0.0% 432 117 . 549 21 .3%

Subtotal 2,773 296 3,069 9.7% 1,655 1,503 3,158 47.6%
Plastic

HDPE 79 0 79 0.0% 44 38 82 463%
PET 26 5 31 16 .7% 12 20 32 62.5%
Film Plastics 273 0 273 0.0% 221 60 281 21 .4%
Polystyrene 59 0 .

	

59 0 .0% 48 14 62 22.6%
Other Plastic 239 0 239 . .

	

0 .0% 193 52 245 21 .2%
Subtotal 676 5 682 0.8% 518 184 702 26.2%

Glass
Refillable Beverage 6 0 6 0.0% 7 0 7 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 107 34 141 23 .9% 43 102 145 703%
Other Recyclable 180 12 191 6 .1% 94 103 197 523%
Other Non-recyclable 53 0 53 0.0% 55 0 55 0.0%

Subtotal 347 45 392 11 .6% 199 205 404 50.7%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 22 114 136 83 .8% 14 126 140 90.0%
Other Aluminum 23 13 36 35.7% 7 31 38 81 .6%
Bi-metal Caul 12 0 12 0.0% 10 3 13 23 .1%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 159 107 266 40.3% 105 169 274 61 .7%
Other Ferrous 303 83 385 21 .5% 128 269 397 67.8%
Other Non-ferrous 6 0 6 0.0% 5 1 6 16.7%
White Goods 26 27 53 51 .2% 1 53 54 98.1%

Subtotal 551 344 895 38.4% 270 652 922 70.7%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 764 429 1,194 36.0% 193 1,036 1,229 843%
Branches and Brush 631 320 951 33.7% 201 777 978 79.4%

Subtotal 1,395 749 2,144 34.9% 394 1,813 2,207 82.1%
Organics

Food 911 0 911 0.0% 638 300 938 32.0%
Rubber/Tires 107 0 107 0.0% 111 0 111 0.0%
Wood . 586 0 586 0.0% 224 379 603 62 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue 40 0 40 0.0% 42 0 42 0.0%
Manure 30 0 30 0.0% 30 0 30 0.0%

: Textiles/Leather 343 0 343 0.0% 352 0 352 0.0%
Diapers '295 -

	

4 299 1 .3% 304 4 308 1 .3%
Other Organics ' 178 0 178 0.0% 184 -'

	

0 184 0.0%
Subtotal 2,490 4 2,494 0.2% 1,885 683 2,568 26 .6%

ther Wastes
Inert Solids 692 0 692 0.0% 245 468 713 65.6%
Hazardous Waste 41 0 41 0.0% 43 0 43 0.0%
Appliances 45 0 -

	

45 0.0% 46 0 46 0.0%
Subtotal 779 0 779 0.0% 334 468 802 _ 58.4%

Ash 52 0 52 0.0% 53 0 53 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%

. Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Autc Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% ' 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 189 0 189 0.0% 194 -

	

0 194 0.0%
Subtotal 241 - 0 241 0.0% 247 ' 0 247 0.0%

Total Waste 9,251 1,444 10,695 13.5% 5,502 5,508 11,010 50.0% t{(Ga3



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
With Program Implementation

2001 2002

WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversi
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper
OCC/ICraft 279 826 1,105 74.8% 287 850 1,137 74.8%
Magazines 85 23 108 21 .0% 88 23 _111 21 .0%
Mixed Paper 650 176 826 213% 669 181 850 213%!
Newspaper 177 344 521 66.0% - 182 354 536 66.0%
High Grade 67 58 125 46.3% 69 59 128 463%
Other Paper 445 120 565 213% 457 124 .

	

581 21 .3%
Subtotal 1,703 1,547 3,250 47.6% 1,752 1,591 3,344 47.6%

Plastic
HDPE' . 45 39 84 463% -

	

47 . •

	

40 87 463%
PET

	

- - 12 21 33 62.5% 13 21 34 62.5%
Film Plastics 227 62 289 21 .4% 234 64 298 21 .4%
Polystyrene 49 14 64 22.6% 51 15 66 22.6%
Other Plastic 199 54 252 21 .2% 204 55 259 21 .2%

Subtotal 533 189 722 26.2% 548 195 743 26.2%
Mass

Refillable Beverage 7 0 7 0.0% 7 0 7 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 44 105 149 703% 46 108 154 70.3%
Other Recyclable 97 106 203 523% 100 109 209 523%
Other Non-recyclable 57 0 57 0.0% 58 0 58 0.0%

Subtotal 205 211 416 50.7% 211 217 428 50 .7%
Metals

Aluminum Cars 14 130 144 90.0% 15 133 148 90.0%
Other Aluminum 7 32 39 81 .6% 7 33 40 81 .6%
Bi-metal Cans 10 3 13 23.1% 11 3 14 23 .1
Steel Food

	

Bev . Cans 108 174 282 61 .7% 111 179 290 61 .7
67 .

81
Other Ferrous 132 277 409 67.8% 136 285 420
Other Non-ferrous 5 1 6 16.7% 5 1 6 16 .7%
White Goods 1 55 56 98.1% 1 56 57 98.1%

Subtotal 278 671 949 70.7% 286 690 976 70.7%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 199 1,066 1,265 84.3% 204 1,097 1,301 843%
Branches and Brush 207 800 1,006 79.4% 213 823 1,036 79.4%

Subtotal 405 1,866 2,271 82 .1% 417 1,920 2,337 82.1%
Organics

Food 657 309 965 32.0% 676 318 993 32.0%
Rubber/Tires 114 0 114 0.0% . 118 0 118 0.0%
Wood 230 390 620 62.9% 237 .

	

401 638 62.9%
Agri . Crop Residue 43 0 43 0.0% 44 0 44 0.0%
Manure 31 0 31 0.0% 32 0 32 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 362 0 362 0.0% 373 0 373 0.0%
Diapers 313 4 317 1 .3% 322 4 326 13%
Other Organics 189 0 189 . 0.0% 195 0 195 0.0%

Subtotal 1,940 703 2,642 26 .6% 1,996 723 2,719 26.6%
Other Wastes

Inert Solids 252 482 734 65.6% 259 496 755 65.6%
Hazardous Waste 44 0 44 0.0% 46 0 46 0.0%
Appliances 47 0 47 0.0% 49 0 49 0.0%

Subtotal 344 482 825 58.4% 354 496 849 58.4%

Ash 55 0 .55 0 .0% 56 0 .56 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 .0
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 .0
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 200 0 200 0.0% 205 0 205 0.0%

Subtotal 254 0 254 0 .0% 262 0 262 0 .0%

Total Waste 5,662 5,668 11,329 50.0% 5,826 5,832 11,658 50 .0%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS

	

- City of Exeter
With Program Implementation

2003 )

	

2004

*WASTE TYPE Diversion Diversion
Disposal Diversion Generation Percent Disposal Diversion Generation Percent

Paper
OCC/Kraft 295 875 1,170 74.8% 304 900 1,204 74.8%
Magazines 90 24 114 21 .0% 93 25 118 21 .0%
Mixed Paper 689 186 875 213% 709 192 900 213%
Newspaper 187 364 551 66.0% 193 374 567 66.0%
High Grade 71 61 132 46.3% 73 63 136 463%
Other Paper 471 127 598 213% 484 131 . 616 21 .3%

Subtotal 1,803 ,

	

1,638 3,441 47.6% 1,855 1,685 3,541 47.6%
Plastic

HDPE 48 41 89 463% 49 43 92 46.3%
PEI' 13 22 35 62.5% 13 22 36 62.5%
Film Plastics 241 65 306 21 .4% 248 67 315 21 .4%
Polystyrene 52 15 68 22.6% 54 16 70 22 .6%
Other Plastic 210 57 267 21 .2% 216 58 275 21 .2%

Subtotal 564 200 765 26.2% 581 206 787 26.2%
Glass

Refillable Beverage 8 0 8 0.0% 8 0 8 0.0%
CA Redemption Value 47 l l l 158 703% 48 114 163 70.3%
Other Recyclable 102 112 215 52 .3% 105 115 221 523%
Other Non-recyclable 60 0 60 0.0% 62 0 62 0 .0%

Subtotal 217 223 440 50.7% 223 230 453 50 .7%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 15 137 153 90.0% 16 141 157 90 .0%
Other Aluminum 8 34 41 81 .6% 8 35 43 81 .6%
Bi-metal Cans 11 3 14 23 .1% 11 3 15 23 .1%
Steel Food & Bev. Cans 114 ' 184 299 61 .7% 118 189 307 61 .7%
Other Ferrous 139 293 433 67.8% 144 302 445 67 .8%
Other Non-ferrous 5 1 7 16.7% 6 1 7 16 .7%
White Goods 1 58 59 98 .1% 1 59 61 98 .1%

Subtotal 294 710 1,005 70.7% 303 731 1,034 70 .7%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 210 1,129 1,339 843% 216 1,162 1,378 843%
Branches and Brush 219 847 1,066 79 .4% 225 871 1,096 79 .4%

Subtotal 429 1,975 2,405 82.1% 442 2,033 2,474 82 .1%
Organics

Food 695 327 1,022 32 .0% 715 336 1,052 32 .0%
Rubber fires 121 0 121 0 .0% 124 0 124 0.0%
Wood 244 413 657 62 .9% 251 425 676 62 .9%
Agri . Crop Residue 46 0 46 - 0.0% 47 0 47 0.0%
Manure 33 0 33 0 .0% 34 0 34 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 384 0 384 0 .0% 395 0 395 0.0%
Diapers ° 331 4 336 1 .3% 341 . ,

	

4 345 1 .3%
Other Organics 200 0 200 0.0% 206 -

	

0 206 0.0%
Subtotal 2;054 744 2,798 26 .6% 2,113 766 2,879 26.6%

Other Wastes
Inert Solids 267 510 777 65 .6% 275 525 799 65 .6%
Hazardous Waste 47 0 47 0.0% 48 0 48 0.0%
Appliances 50 0 -

	

50 0 .0% 52 0 52 0.0%
Subtotal 364 510 874 58 .4% _374 525 899 58.4%

Ash 58 0 58 0.0% 59 0 59 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0 .0% 0 0 0 0.0%

Sludge 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%.Industrial
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0% 0 0 .

	

0 0 .0%
Stuffed Fum ./Mattresses 211 0 211 0.0% 218 ' 0 .

	

218 0.0%
Subtotal 269 0 269 0 .0% 277 0 277 0.0%

Total Waste 5,995 6,001 11,996 50.0% 6,169 6,175 12,344 50.0%



15 YEAR WASTE GENERATION PROJECTIONS
'City of Exeter - With Program Implementation

2005
WASTE TYPE Diversion

Disposal Diversion Generation Percent
Paper

OCC/Kraft 313 926 1,239 74.8%
Magazines , 96 25 121 21 .0%
Mixed Paper 729 197 926 21 .3%
Newspaper 198 385 584 66.0%
High Grade 75 65 140 46.3,%
Other Paper 498 135 633 213%

Subtotal 1,909 1,734 3,643 47.6%
Plastic

HDPE 51 44 95 463%
PET -

	

14 . . .

	

23 37 62.5%
Film Plastics 255 -

	

69 324 21.4%
Polystyrene 55 16 72 22.6%
Other Plastic 223 60 283 21 .2%

Subtotal 598 212 810 . .,. 26 .2%
Glass

Refillable Beverage 8 0 8 -

	

0 .0%
CA Redemption Value 50 118 167 70.3%
Other Recyclable 108 119 227 52 .3%
Other Non-recyclab:e 63 0 63 0.0%

Subtotal 230 236 466 50.7%
Metals

Aluminum Cans 16 145 162 90.0%
Other Aluminum 8 36 44 81 .6%
Bi-metal Cans 12 3 15 23 .1%
Steel Food & Bev . Cans 121 195 316 61 .7%
Other Ferrous 148 310 458 67.8%
Other Non-ferrous 6 1 7 16 .7%
White Goods 1 61 62 98.1%

Subtotal 311 752 1,064 70 .7%
Yard Waste

Leaves and Grass 223 1,195 1,418 84.3%
Branches and Brush 232 896 1,128 79.4%

Subtotal 455 2,092 2,546 82.1%
Organics

Food 736 346 1,082 32.0%
RubberiTires 128 0 128 0.0%
Wood 258 437 696 62.9%
Agri . Crop Residue 48 0 48 0.0%
Manure 35 0 35 0.0%
Textiles/Leather 406 0 406 0.0%
Diapers 351 5 355 1 .3%
Other Organics 212 0 212 0.0%

Subtotal 2,175 788 2,963 26.6%
other Wastes

Inert Solids 283 540 823 65.6%
Hazardous Waste 50 0 50 0.0%
Appliances 53 0 53 0.0%

Subtotal 385 540 925 58 .4%

Ash 61 0 61 0.0%
Sewage Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Industrial Sludge 0 0 0 0.0%
Asbestos 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Shredder Waste 0 0 0 0.0%
Auto Bodies 0 0 0 0.0%
Stuffed Fum./Mattresses 224 0 224 0.0%

Subtotal 285 0 285 0.0%

Total Waste 6,347 6,354 12,702 50.0%

S
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S CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION # 94-38

FOR THE REDUCTION OF DIVERSION
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE CITY OF EXETER

Title 14, Division 7, Chapter 9, Section 18775

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 41782 allows
reductions in the diversion and planning requirements
specified in Public Resources Code Section 41780, if a
city or county can demonstrate that achievement of the
mandated requirements is not feasible due to
geographical size or low population density, and small
waste generation rates ; and

WHEREAS, Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations, Section 18775 allows for qualifying
jurisdictions to petition the Board for reductions in
planning and diversion goals mandated by Public
Resources Code Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has received a petition for
reductions in the diversion requirements from the City
of Exeter ; and

WHEREAS, the City of Exeter qualifies based on
geographic size, population density, and small waste
generation rates to petition the Board for specified
reductions ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found that the request for
reduction in diversion requirements to allow the City
of Exeter to achieve a 13 .5 percent level of waste
diversion by January 1, 1995 is reasonable ; and

WHEREAS, the City has complied with Public Resources
Code Section 41782, and Title 14 of the California Code
of Regulations, Section 18775 ; and

WHEREAS, the Integrated Waste Management Local
Assistance and Planning Committee approved the staff
recommendation to allow the City of Exeter to reduce
the short term diversion goals from 25 percent to 13 .5
percent;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby
grants the reduction in diversion requirements for the
City of Exeter to 13 .5 percent for January 1, 1995 .
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if the City SRRE has not
been locally adopted and submitted to the Board by the
deadline set in statute ; or, if the City SRRE is not
approved by the Board pursuant to the provisions of
Chapter 7, Part 2, of Division 30 of the Public
Resources Code (commencing with Section 41800), then
the diversion reductions granted above shall be deemed
revoked .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board on
February 23, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director

•
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California Integrated Waste Management Board

February 23, 1994
AGENDA ITEM # ~S

ITEM :

	

Consideration of Petition for Reduction in the
Diversion Requirements for the City of Willows, City of
Orland, and the Unincorporated County of Glenn.

COMMITTEE ACTION:

At its February 9, 1994 meeting, the Local Assistance and
Planning Committee recommended approval of reduced diversion
goals for the Unincorporated County of Glenn, the Incorporated
City of Orland and the Incorporated City of Willows.

BACKGROUND:

Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 41780 requires that each city
and county divert 25% of its waste from landfills by 1995 and 50%
by the year 2000 . Source Reduction and Recycling Elements (SRREs)
are prepared by the cities and counties as a planning guide for
meeting the diversion mandates (PRC Section 41000 and 41300) . The
SRREs describe the programs which the jurisdictions will use to
achieve 25% and 50% diversion . PRC Section 41782 allows the
California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) to grant
reductions in planning and diversion requirements . Section 18775
of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR),
identifies the qualifications that each jurisdiction must meet to
petition the Board for a reduction in the requirements.

Incorporated areas must have specific characteristics in order to
petition for reductions . The required characteristics are:

	

1 .

	

a geographic area of less than 3 square miles,
or

a population density of less than 1500 people per
square mile, and

2.

	

a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards pr
day or 60 tons per day.

Unincorporated areas must have specific characteristics in order
to petition for reductions . The required characteristics are:

	

1 .

	

a geographic area of less than 1500 square miles,
or

a population density of less than 10 people per square
mile, and
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2 .

	

a waste generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards
per day or 60 tons/day.

Glenn County and the cities of Willows and Orland operate under a
Joint Powers Agreement (JPA) to manage air, water and solid waste
programs and activities . This JPA is not a regional agency as
allowed under the provisions of AB 440.

Glenn County is a designated Recycling Market Development Zone
(RMDZ) as of June 1992 . According to the Glenn SRRE, a feedstock
feasibility study conducted in conjunction with Glenn's RMDZ
application, targeted yard waste processing as a top priority.
Yard waste represents a major waste stream component in the
County . Other feedstock types recommended for consideration
include : glass to be used by Manville ; mixed plastics to produce
lumber or park equipment ; and used tires for rubberized asphalt.
The County will continue to work with existing manufacturers,
pursue regional cooperation and advertise its designation as an
RMDZ in developing its plans.

In addition, the County and Incorporated Cities are considering
the development of several regional projects pertaining to solid
waste . Projects under consideration include : a regional Household
Hazardous Waste Collection/Transfer facility ; and a regional
Solid Waste Landfill . These projects and processes are long term
in nature and are under consideration because they may provide
the County with a way to realize economies of scale in operations
and take advantage of its central location.

Requested Reductions

The City of Willows, City of Orland and the Unincorporated County
of Glenn are each requesting a reduction of the diversion
requirements of 25% by 1995 to 15%.

ANALYSIS:

County and City Characteristics

The County of Glenn is located in the Sacramento Valley
approximately 80 miles northeast of the City of Sacramento . The
County is predominately agricultural with a minimal mix of
industrial developments in the area . The western half of the
County is largely foothills and mountains with grain growing and
.grazing lands in the foothill areas and little population because
of lack of water supply . The mountain region is primarily timber
land, some part of the Mendocino Forest and some commercially-
held timber lands .

•
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There are two incorporated cities, Willows and Orland, in the
County . The City of Willows is located along Interstate 5 at
State Route 32 in the southeastern quadrant of the County, and is
the largest population center in Glenn County . It is also the
County seat and a regional center for trade and services.
Willows' economic base is primarily agricultural, although there
is a growing service sector associated with its proximity to the
interstate highway.

The City of Orland is in the northwest quadrant of the County
along Interstate 5 at State Route 32 less than 5 miles from the
Tehama County line to the north . Unincorporated communities in
the County include Artois, Butte City, Ordbend, Cordora, Glenn,
Elk Creek, Afton and Bayliss.

The Unincorporated County of Glenn meets the criteria to petition
the Board for reduced diversion and/or planning goals.
Unincorporated Glenn County has a population density of 11
persons per square mile, and a waste generation rate of 27 tons
per day.

The City of Willows meets the criteria to petition as it has a
waste generation rate of 26 tons per day and an area of 1 .25
square miles.

The City of Orland similarly meets the criteria to petition as it
has a waste generation rate of 22 tons per day and an area of 2 .0
square miles.

Solid Waste Collection and Disposal

Refuse collection is not mandatory anywhere in the unincorporated
County or the two incorporated cities . Solid waste collection and
transfer to the Class III disposal site located 5 miles west of
the community of Artois, is either self-haul residential, self-
haul commercial or commercial collection service . Two commercial
haulers service the County and cities : Glenn County Disposal
serving the cities of Orland and Willows and the majority of the
eastern County area ; Stoney Creek Garbage serving the less
populated western area of the County.

In 1990, according to the Petition, the Unincorporated County
disposed of 8,673 Tons Per Year, the City of Orland disposed of
6,571 Tons Per Year and the City of Willows disposed of 8,474
Tons Per Year . In 1990, total JPA Municipal Solid Waste disposed

• was 23,718 tons . In 1990, statewide disposal totaled 42 .5 million
tons . The Glenn JPA waste disposal equals .05% of the state

411
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disposal amount in 1990:

As of January 1, 1990 Glenn County has an estimated 32 , years of
remaining landfill capacity according to the Board's Interim
Report on landfill capacity.

Current Diversion Proqrams

Private Sector

Glenn County Disposal operates a single California redemption.
buyback center in Willows . Another certified redemption center
operated by Western Recyclers is located on County Road 200 in
the unincorporated County . North Valley Services, a nonprofit
organization in Orland, provides drop-off facilities for a
variety of materials including : CRV aluminum, glass and plastics,
corrugated cardboard, newsprint, high grade ledger paper and
other recyclable glass.

County-City

A recycling coordinator has been transferred to the Public Works
Department from the Planning Department to manage the planned
diversion programs . The incumbent is working with the Glenn
County Economic Development Corporation to educate and enlist
businesses to develop procurement policies and make a commitment
to buy recycled.

Other activities have included public education presentations to
schools and community groups, and use of an information and
education booth at the Glenn County Fair and fall Harvest
Festival.

Total

The following table summarizes the amounts and materials diverted
in 1990 as reported in the Petition for Reduction for
Unincorporated Glenn County and the Incorporated Cities of
Willows and Orland.

1990 DIVERSION BY MATERIAL TYPE
Tons Per Year

Material Type

	

Unincorp .

	

Orland

	

Willows

Paper

	

16 .6

	

272 .6

	

186 .6

Plastics

	

2 .2

	

10 .8

	

0 .4

•
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Glass 87 .8 134 .2 16 .3

Aluminum 139 .6 96 .4 55 .6

Yard Waste 136 .6 47 .0 51 .8

Organics 116 .9 262 .4 61 .8

Total 499 .6 823 .5 471 .8

% Diversion 5 .3 11 .0 5 .2

Proposed Diversion

Upon evaluation of various alternatives, the Glenn JPA has
determined that the following programs will be pursued . These
programs have been determined to be cost effective and can be
implemented on a countywide basis with County-City compatibility.
.2

1995 PROPOSED DIVERSION PROGRAMS
Percentage

Program Unincorp . Orland Willows

Source Reduc.
Info/Ed .-Res . 1 .2 0 .8 1 .3
(inc .compost)
Info/Ed .-Comm . 0 .8 0 .8 1 .5
Procurement 0 .5 0 .3 0 .3

Recycling
Curbside 2 .0 2 .0 2 .6
Drop-Off 2 .5 0 .0 0 .0
Com .Gls-OCC 1 .6 1 .8 2 .6

Public Educ.
Schools 1 .2 0 .5 1 .5

Existing 5 .3 11 .0 5 .2

Total 15 .1 17 .2 15 .0
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Finally, the County and Cities are proposing a Household
Hazardous Waste event and purchase of a used oil recycling tank.

Fundinq

From 1989 through 1992, Glenn County's solid waste budget has
been substantially derived by a $35 .00 residential parcel fee.

According to a 1993-94 revenue estimate, this fee will contribute
approximately 73% ($312,550 annually) of total projected revenue
($430,990 .00) . Other revenue sources include the annual solid
waste commercial fee (less than 3% of revenue), landfill gate
fees from business and industrial accounts (16% of revenue), with
the balance of gate fees contributing 2% . Other income sources
are interest on county reserve accounts, periodic grant funding
and transfer accounts (6% of revenue).

The combined Glenn County, City of Willows and City of Orland
1992-93 Solid Waste budget are detailed in the following table .

-1992-93 FUNDING

Revenue $451,099
with Fund Balances $703,087

Expenses
Administration $146,548
Capital Costs & Facilities $201,301
Mandated Compliance Programs $264,800
Solid Waste Diversion $37,000
Total $649,649

PROJECTED 1993-94 FUNDING

Revenue $430,990

Expenses
Administration $170,319
Capital Costs & Facilities $294,500
Mandated Compliance Programs $241,600
Solid Waste Diversion $64,000
Total $770,419

919
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Of the $64,000 targeted in 1993-94 for Diversion Programs,
$29,000 is earmarked for Hazardous Waste and RMDZ costs, leaving
a balance of $35,000 for residential-commercial solid waste
diversion activities and programs . By comparison, 1992-93
diversion funding amounted to $10,000 for Source Reduction . The
$27,000 diversion balance for 1992-93 included HHW and CEQA
costs.

Future Funding

In early 1993 Glenn County, the City of Willows and the City of
Orland commissioned a funding study to evaluate fee schedules and
identify potential funding mechanisms for future needs.

Two funding scenarios have been identified . The first scenario is
based upon increasing present fees (i .e ., residential, commercial
and gate) and is projected to generate $852,250 per year.

The second scenario would retain existing fees and allow waste
import of 50 Tons Per Day (at $25 .00/ton) generating an estimated
$1,151,750 per year . .

The Glenn County Board of Supervisors has accepted the Department
of Public Works' funding analysis and has directed the Department
to report back with a recommended rate structure . Implementation
of the selected rate structure is estimated for mid-1994.

Either of the two alternatives if approved as identified, would
address the cost for all Solid Waste programs, projected to be
approximately $770,000.

City and County Staffing

Responsibility for administering the Solid Waste programs is
shared among 4 county staff . Significant waste management duties
of these staff are detailed below.

Public Works Director : Reports to the Glenn County Board of
Supervisors . Directs the activities and operations of the Public
Works Department including Roads, Orland and Willows airports,
the transportation commission and special districts . Serves as
Chairman of the Solid Waste Task Force.

Deputy County Engineer : Reports to the Public Works Director.
Manages and directs the activities of the Engineering, County
Surveyor and Solid Waste Divisions . Administers contracts for

t
'/
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activities such as groundwater monitoring, SRRE/HHWE and NDFE
development . Oversees disposal site operations and compliance
with County, State and Federal regulations.

Disposal Site Supervisor : Reports to the Deputy County Engineer.
Supervises daily operations of the County Solid Waste Disposal
Site . Responsible for site compliance with permit requirements
including daily cover, drainage and random load checking.

Senior Planner : Reports to the Deputy County Engineer. Currently
working part-time out of the Planning Department for the Solid
Waste Division . Coordinates and implements the Recycling and
Solid Waste public education programs . Makes presentations to
schools, community groups and city governments . Assists in
developing recycling goals, objectives, policies and procedures.

CONCLUSION:

The Unincorporated County of Glenn and the Incorporated Cities of
Orland and Willows all qualify, under the conditions of PRC
Section 41780 and CCR Section 18775, to petition for a reduction
in planning and diversion requirements.

CCR Section 18775 requires the petitioning jurisdiction(s) to
provide the following information in its petition:

1.

	

a general description of existing disposal and
diversion systems, including documentation of the types
and quantities of waste disposed and diverted;

2.

	

identification of the specific reductions being
requested;

3.

	

documentation of why attainment of diversion
requirements is not feasible;

4.

	

the diversion requirements that are achievable, and
why.

Board staff have reviewed the petition from the County of Glenn
and the cities of Orland and Willows and found that it complies
with these requirements . Based on the information provided in the
petition, Board staff believe that the reductions requested by
the County of Glenn and the city of Willows are justified . After
discussion at the LAPC meeting on February 9, 1994, Board staff
believe that the reduction for the city of Orland should be
adjusted to 17% to reflect the city's projected diversion
achievements .

4'74
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STAFF COMMENTS:

Board staff recommends that the Board adopt Resolution 94-39
granting a reduction in diversion requirements to 15 percent for
the Unincorporated County of Glenn, the Incorporated City of
Willows and to 17% for the Incorporated City of Orland.

ATTACHMENTS

1 . Copy of Petition for Reduction
2 . Resolution 94-39
3 . Copy of 14 CCR Section 18775

Prepared by: Steven Hernandez Phone (916) 255-2316

Reviewed by: John Nuffer Phone (916) 255-2653
,

(916) 255-2555Reviewed by: Judith Fri4dfnian F /~I'/ALt ' `—Phone

Legal Review :	 Date/Time27/O/t4- //O/a7 ,
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I. INTRODUCTION

Glenn County and the cities of Willows and Orland have completed and adopted their Source
Reduction and Recycling Element and Household Hazardous Waste Element . These elements were

prepared jointly and one planning document was submitted with each entity reporting separately the

existing conditions, diversion and disposal data . As scrap metal is not able to be counted toward

diversion, Glenn County's diversion numbers are low . Public Works staff turnover in the middle of the

AB 939 planning process has also impacted program implementation, as has the need to anticipate

Subtitle D expenditures at the solid waste disposal site . Glenn County and cities have taken a

deliberate and systematic approach to solid waste management, completing the planning process,

pursuing and receiving designation as a Market Development Zone . Most recently a funding analysis

was commissioned to provide guidance as to the most equitable and financially sound methods of

funding their solid waste management system.

The County of Glenn and cities of Willows and Oriand are petitioning individually in the context of one

combined petition as the most expeditious manner in which to proceed . Each one qualifies according
to petition requirements ; therefore, Glenn County and the cities of Willows and Orland petition the

California Integrated Waste Management Board to approve reduced diversion requirements in the

short-term planning period . The County and cities believe that a reduction in short-term diversion

requirements will allow them to continue to progress toward the diversion goals committing the level of

resources realistic given their circumstances, and to position themselves favorably to achieve the

medium-term planning period 50% diversion goal.

II. ELIGIBILITY TO PETITION

Section 18775 of CCR Title 14 states that to qualify to petition for a reduction in diversion and

planning requirements, a county or a city must meet the following requirements:

"For an incorporated city, a geographic area of less than 3 square miles or a
population density of less than 1500 people per square mile and a waste generation
rate of less that 100 cubic yards per day (or 60 tons per day) . . ."

"For the unincorporated area of a county, a geographic area of less than 1500 square
miles or a population density of less than 10 people per square mile and a waste
generation rate of less than 100 cubic yards per day (or 60 tons per day) . . ."

Geographic Area Population Population

	

Density Waste Gen.

Uninc .

	

Glenn 1,314

	

sq .mi . 14,246 11 persons/sq . mile 22 tons/day
City of Willows 1 .25 sq. mi . 6,167 4,934 persons/sq . mile 24 tons/day
City of Orland 2.0 sq. mi. 5,394 2,697 persons/sq. mile 20 tons/day

1992 Dept . of Finance figures

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition
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PETITION REQUEST SUMMARY

Unincorporated Glenn County and the cities of Willows and Orland are eligible to petition the Board for •
reduced requirements . It is the intention of this petition to request reduced diversion requirements
based on low generation rates as well as low diversion rates due to the large quantities of scrap metals.
Due to the requirements for counting excluded material types in base year diversion, Glenn County
and Cities have had to sign ificantly reduce their diversion levels.

The petition will be supported by the following information and recommendations:
• Relevant geographic and physical characteristics
• Pertinent demographic information
• Description of the existing disposal and diversion systems, including volumes and funding resources
• Discussion of obstacles to meeting current mandates
• Discussion of strategies to meet achievable planning and diversion requirements
• Verification that unincorporated Glenn County and the cities of Willows and Orland meet petition

criteria

IV .

	

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Geographic Setting and Physical Character)stics

The County of Glenn is located in the Sacramento Valley of California approximately 80 miles
northeast of the City of Sacramento . The County is predominately agricultural with a minimal mix of
industrial developments in the area . The westem half of the County is largely foothills and mountains
with grain growing and grazing lands in the foothill areas and little population because of lack of water
supply. The mountain region is primarily timber land ; some part of the Mendocino Forest and some
commercially-held timber lands.

There are two incorporated cities, Willows and Orland, in the County . The City of Willows is located
along Interstate 5 at State Route 32 in the southeastern quadrant of the County, and is the largest
population center in Glenn County as well as being the County seat and a regional center for trade and
services. Willows' economic base is primarily agricultural, though there is a growing service sector
associated with its proximity to the . interstate highway.

The City of Orland is in the northwest quadrant of the County along Interstate 5 at State Route 32 less
than 5 miles from the Tehama County line to the north . Unincorporated communities in the County
area include Artois, Butte City, Hamilton City, Ordbend, Cordora, Glenn, Elk Creek and Afton and
Bayliss.
Population

The population of Glenn County and the cities of Orland and Willows, according to 1992 Department
of Finance numbers, are as shown following.

Unincorporated County 14,246
City of Orland 5,394
City of Willows 6,167

Total Glenn County 25,807

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition
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The unincorporated County is currently growing at a rate of approximately 1 .2% annually according to
the 1989 Glenn County General Plan . The city of Orland reports a 2 .0% growth rate, while Willows is
less at approximately 1 .0% computed on actual growth between 1984 and 1991 . The number of
retired persons residing in the area is expected to increase in the future due to the relatively low cost
of housing and general cost of living as compared to other Calfiomia counties.

Economy

Agriculture is the predominant industry in Glenn County, with 58 .2% of the County's land area in
farms. Average per capita income in 1988 was $14,983 . The table below shows total households,
numbers and types of units and persons per household.

Total Households

	

9,774
Single Family Units

	

6,803
Multi-Family Units

	

1 ,678
Mobile Homes

	

1 ,293

Persons/Household

	

2 .7

Glenn County is centrally located with Interstate-5 intersecting vertically providing good access from
surrounding counties . The area has potential as a light industriaVmanufacturing area.

Glenn County applied for and received designation as a Market Development Zone as of June 1992.

One of the projects under consideration is a composting facility because of the large amounts of

green waste and agricultural waste present in the County's wastestream and the availability of
feedstock from neighboring jurisdictions . The County will continue to work with existing
manufacturers, pursue regional cooperation and advertise its designation as a zone in developing its
plans.

V .

	

SOLID WASTE GENERATION AND MANAGEMENT

Waste DisposalFacilities

The Glenn County Solid Waste Disposal Site is located on approximately 192 acres at the western

terminous of County Road 33, about five (5) miles west of the community of Artois . The site is a Class
III landfill that utilizes an area method of landfill disposal . Standard volume estimates based on cubic
yards were applied for self-haul residential vehicles . Franchise haulers have vehicles with estimated

load capacities of twenty (20), thirty (30), and forty (40) cubic yards . A conversion rate of 4:1 (4 cubic
yards per ton) is calculated on all loads . Disposed tons per day per Department of Public Works

figures have averaged 58 tons/day in 91-92 and 59 tons/day in 92-93. Disposal facility capacity as
reported in the SRRE was 1,742,000 cubic yards or 32 years.

Collection Services

Refuse collection is not mandatory anywhere in the unincorporated County or the two incorporated
cities. Solid waste collection and transfer to the disposal site of municipal solid waste (MSW) is either

self-haul residential, self-haul commercial or commercial collection service . Two commercial haulers
service the County and cities : Glenn County Disposal serving the cities of Orland and Willows and the

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition
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majority of the eastern County area ; Stoney Creek Garbage serves the less populated western area of
the County.

In 1992-93, contribution to the disposed wastestream by hauler segment is distributed as follows:
franchise haulers - 56% ; business-industrial accounts - 16% ; self-haul residential (cars, pick-ups,
trucks) - 28%.

Table 1 .0
Glenn County Tons Disposed

1990

JURISDICTION
% of TOTAL
DISPOSED

ANNUAL
TONS

	

(Approx)

JPA Aggregate 100% 22,658
County Unincorporated Area 34% 7,613
City of Orland 29% 6,571
City of Willows 37% 8,474

Table 2 .0
Waste Generation (w/o scrap metals)

1990

Jurisdiction Total Generation Population Tons/Day Lbs/Person/Day

Glenn Aqqreqate 24,998 tons 25,807 .96 5 .1
Uninc. County 8,112 .7 14,246 .6 3 .1
City of Orland 7,939 .5 5,394 1 .4 7 .5
City of Willows 8,945 .9 6,167 1 .5 7.9

System Finance
Solid waste management funds are currently generated in Glenn County by an annual household
parcel charge, through gate receipts at the Glenn County Landfill, and an annual commerciaUndustrial
solid waste fee. These are the primary source of operating funds for the County Department of Public
Works which manages the County's solid waste . Current parcel rates are $35 .00 to both residential _
and commercial parcels.

• Annual Household/Residential Parcel Fee (Household Charge)
Assessed via the property tax bill to over 9,300 single and multi-family units (countywide - $35/year)

• Annual Commercial/Industrial Solid Waste Fee (Commercial Charge)
Public Works bills commercial and industrial businesses the $35 .00 annual solid waste fee.

• Landfill Disposal/Gate Fees (Commercial Self-Haul Accounts - Industrial Dumping)
Charged to non-residential loads entering the landfill on a volume basis $1 .75/cubic yard or vehicle
type or size.

• Gate Fees - Other Self-Haul charged at the landfill.

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition
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Per Resolution No . 89-116, the gate fee schedule for the Glenn County Landfill is as follows.

Table 3.0 ::
Current Schedule of Gate Fees

Vehicle/Container

	

Size Amount
• Cars, station waqons, pickups, panel trucks, two-

wheel trailers (beds smaller than 6 X 8 feet) No Charge
• Vehicles with beds larger than 6 X 8 feet and not in

any other category . $

	

3 .50
• Contract collectors and franchise operators $

	

1 .00
• One and one-half ton trucks or larger $

	

1 .75
One and one-half ton trucks or larger $

	

4.00
Semi-trailers $

	

5.00
Ten-wheel trucks w/dernolition & tree trunks $

	

12 .50
• Tires up to 20 inches $ 0.75 ea.

Tires 20 inches to 24 inches $ 1 .50 ea.
Tires above 24 inches $ 7.50 ea.

• Industrial Rates (3 cubic yds/week or more) $ 1 .75 per cu .yd.

From 1989 through 1992, Glenn County's solid waste funding requirements have been relatively

stable, requiring little or no change to existing rate structures or fees . The annual $35 .00 residential
parcel fee has been the most consistent funding source, contributing over 73% to total funding or
approximately $300,000 per year . The annual solid waste commercial fee has contributed, on
average, less than 3% per year in revenues . Gate fee revenue from business and industrial accounts
have contributed 16%, with the balance of gale fees contributing only 2% . Other income sources
include miscellaneous revenues from interest on fund balances/reserve accounts and periodic grant
funding, transfer accounts, and rebates. Table 4 .0 shows solid waste expenditures over the past four
years . Table 5 .0 illustrates the 1993-94 solid waste budget . The projected 1993/94 budget shows

anlncrease in expenditures to over $750,000, due primarily to regulatory-driven facilities, staffing and
solid waste programs (i .e . waste diversion/recycling,etc .)

Table 4 .0
Solid Waste Expenditures 1989-93

1 989/90 1990/91 . 1991/92/ 1 992/93 1993/94

$375281 $494465 $462,498 $451,981 $750,000+

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition
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Table 5.0
1993-94 Projected Solid Waste Revenues

Revenue Source
Projected
Revenues

% of Total
Revenue

Residential Parcel Fees $312,550.00 73%
Commercial Annual Fee $13,440.00 3%,

Subtotal $325,990 .00
Gate Fees(Other Self-Haul) $10,000.00 2%
Bus/Industrial Gate Fees $70,000.00 16%

Subtotal $80,000 .00
Interest Income $25,000.00 6%

TOTAL $430,990 .00 100%

Table 6 .0
1993-94 Projected Solid Waste Expenditures

Expenditure Category
Projected

Expenditures
% of Total

Expenditures

Administration & Operations $170,319 22%
Capital Expenses/Facilities $294,500 •38%

Regulatory Compliance/Fees* $241,600 31%
Waste Diversion Programs/Plans $64,000 8%
(see Table 7 .0 for list of programs, activities)

TOTAL' $770,419

	

_ 100%
'includes additional $13,000 and $4,000 in State fees for the Easton Account ($0.56/ton) and Waste
Discharge Requirements respectively.)

Table 7.0
1993-94 Projected Expenditures
for AB 939 Diversion Programs

Expenditure Category
Projected

Expenditure§-- -
• Source Reduction Programs $10,000.00
• Recycling Promotion $25,000.00
• Used Oil Recycling Storage Tank $4,000 .00
• HHW Collection Program $10,000 .00
• RMDZ GEDCo Funding Support $15,000 .00

Total $64,000 .00

Glenn County and Cities ofOdand and Willows Petition
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Fundina for Future Solid Waste Manaaement

Consistent with its systematic approach, Glenn County and cities have recently commissioned a

funding analysis to evaluate current fee schedules and project potential mechanisms for funding the
solid waste budget . This evaluation has shown that the existing fee structure as a funding system has

gaps that threaten the County and cities' abilities to adequately fund upcoming program requirements

and Subtitle D-related expenses . Tables 8.0a and 8 .0b illustrate two alternate funding scenarios
Glenn County and Cities presented in the funding study which show how the current system could be

re-structured to provide adequate funding for projected AB 939 implementation costs as well as

Subtitle D compliance costs .
Table 8 .0a

Alternate Funding Scenarios
(Increased Fees/No Import)

Fundinq Source Rate
Est. Tons/

# of Entities
Projected

Annual Revenue

Residential

	

Fee $50.00/yr. 9,300 units $465,000
Commercial Fee $50.00/yr. 750 Businesses $37,500
Gate Fees $17.50/Ton 20,000 Tons , $350,000

Total Revenue $852,250

Table 8 .0b
Alternate Funding Scenarios

(Existing Fees/Import)

Funding Source Rate
Est. Tons/

# of Entitles
Projected

Annual Revenue

Residential

	

Fee $35 .00/yr. 9,300 units $325,500
Commercial Fee $35 .00/yr. 750 Businesses , $26,250
Gate Fees - Glenn $17.50/Ton 20,000 Tons $350,000
Gate Fees - Import $25.00/Ton 18,000 Tons $450,000
(assumes 50 TPD)

Total Revenue– $1,151,750

Rate increases and solid waste system changes can be difficult to get passed by City Councils and

Boards of Supervisors . The County has had initial meetings with Willows and Orland city managers

regarding the funding study results and the need to take action . The Department of Public Works

delivered the funding study to the County Board of Supervisors in late 1993 . The Board accepted

the findings and directed the department to come back with the required rate structures for

implementation by mid-1994 . The Department's incremental approach to solid waste funding is part of

its efforts to ensure a better planning and decision-making process.

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition
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Diversion Programs/Facilities

• Private ; Diversion Activities

	

.i
In Glenn County and Cities' draft Source Reduction and Recycling Element, scrap metals collected

and processed by private scrap metal dealers from the heavy equipment and machines used by the

agricultural industry were counted as contributing a large segment of the diverted wastestream . This

material accounted for 60% of the diverted wastestream within the County and the cities of Orland and

Willows.

Subsequent legislation and regulations required further research to determine whether or not these

materials, as they have historically been managed in Glenn County, can be counted as diversion . The

three criteria require that the activity or program had to have been carried out as the result of an action

of the County or cities ; that the material had been disposed prior to 1990 at least in the amounts

claimed to have been diverted ; and that the County can demonstrate that it is implementing and will

continue to implement a program to divert the material . Research by the County indicates that

these activities were not carried out by an action of the County ; therefore scrap

metal diversion credit cannot be taken In the base year.

Glenn County Disposal operates a single AB 2020 California redemption container buyback center in

Willows . Another cert ified redemption center operated by Western Recyclers is located on County

Road 200 in the unincorporated County . North Valley Services, a nonprofit organization in Orland,

provides drop-off/buyback facilities for CRV aluminum, glass and plastic, and drop-off for high grade

office/computer paper. In base year 1990, they were also collected corrugated cardboard, newsprint

and other recyclable glass.

• County Diversion Programs

A recycling coordinator has recently been transferred from the Planning Department to manage the

programs planned for 93-94 . Table 9 .0 details the amounts and materials by material type diverted in

1990 as reported in the Source Reduction and Recycling Element for each jurisdiction, less scrap

metal diversion . Table 10.0 illustrates the percent existing diversion activity in each of the cities and

the Unincorporated County, as it relates to generation in the base year.
/

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition

	

Page -8-

4n



Table 9 .0
Solid Waste Diversion by Material Type

All Quantities in Tons Per Year

Material Type Uninc. Glenn Orland Willows
Corrugated cardboard 16.0 147.0 186.
Mixed paper 0.0 0.0 0.0
Newspaper .6 75 .6 .6
High Grade 0.0 50 .0 0.0
Other 0.0 0 .0 0.0
TOTAL PAPER 16 .6 272 .6 186 .6

HDPE 0.0 0 .0 0.0
PET 2 .2 4 .2 .3
Film Plastics 0.0 0 .0 0 .0
Other Plastics 0.0 6.6 .1
TOTAL PLASTICS 2 .2 10 .8 .4

Refillable Glass 0 .0 0.0 0 .0
Redemption Glass 82 .1 130.8 11 .4
Other Recyclable 5 .8 3.4 . 4 .9
Non-Recyclable 0.0 0.0 0 .0
TOTAL GLASS 87 .8 134 .2 16 .3

Aluminum Cans 139 .6 96 .4 55 .6
Bi-Metal 0.0 0.0 0 .0
FerrouslTin 0.0 0.0 0 .0
Non-ferrous 0.0 0.0 0 .0
White Goods 0.0 0.0 0 .0
TOTAL METALS 139 .6 96 .4 55 .6

YARD WASTE 136 .6 47 .0 51 .8

Food Waste 18 .8 181 .2 0.0
Tires/Rubber 0.0 74.4 49 .6
Wood Wastes 90.0 0.0 0.0
Ag Crop Residue 0.0 0.0 0.0
Manure 0.0 0.0 0 .0
Textiles/Leather 8.1 6.8 12 .2
TOTAL ORGANICS 116 .9 262 .4 61 .8

!netts 0.0 0 .0 0 .0
Household Haz Waste 0.0 0 .0 0 .0
Infectious Waste 0.0 0 .0 0.0
TOTAL OTHER 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0

Ash 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sludges 0.0 0.0 0.0
Asbestos 0.0 0.0 0.0
Auto Shred Parts 0 .0 0.0 0.0
Auto Bodies 0 .0 0.0 0.0
Other Speical (Bulky) 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL SPECIAL 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0

TOTAL DIVERSION 499 .6 823 .5 471 .8

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition
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Table 10.0
Total Estimated Diversion

1990

Jurisdiction
MSW

	

,.
Disposed

Waste
Diverted

Total
Generation

%
Diversion

County Unincorp . 8,673 499.6 9,172 .7 5 .3%
City of Orland 6,571 823.5 7,394 .8 11 .0%
City of Willows 8,474 471 .8 8,945 .9 5 .2%

New Diversion Programs
Programs currently operating or in development for the 1993-94 budget year include the following:
source reduction/recycling education and promotion in the schools and in the community;
establishing roadside (curbside) collection ; drop-off recycling at the landfill ; a commercial program to
collect glass and corrugated cardboard ; a Household Hazardous Waste collection event ; funding
support through GEDCO to promote the Recycling Market Development Zone ; purchase of used oil
recycling tank.

Programs implemented by the new recycling coordinator are focussed on basic waste reduction
education for residents and for businesses . Implementation began in the fall of 1993 with an
education program in the schools planned to reach every grade level in both cities . Videos and in-
person presentations as well as hand-out materials are being used in the program to increase
awareness of the need to reduce and divert waste materials . In addition, information on backyard
composting and what materials can be diverted in their communities at this time are included. Materials.
from the CIWMB media kit have been reviewed and will be incorporated into the communications plan.

A fifth grade class managed the recycling of materials at a recent car rally . An information and
education booth was used at the Glenn County Fair and fall Harvest Festival . The recycling
coordinator is working with the Glenn County Economic Development Corporation on a campaign to
educate and enlist businesses to develop procurement policies and make a commitment to buy
recycled.

	

.

The County and cities are working with the /franchise hauler to implement the -
residential roadside recycling program, to i'nstitute drop-off recycling at the landfill,
and establish the commercial glass and cardboard collection program . These
programs are all to be implemented on a Countywide basis . Staff has been carrying
out portions of the education programs through presentations in the schools and
to community groups. Program funding will come from a combination of increased
annual fees (parcel), landfill gate fees and refuse service surcharges .

S
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Table 11 .0
Programs to Achieve

Short-Term Uniform Diversion Level of 15%

PROGRAMS Uninc . County City of Orland City of Willows
% / TPY %/TPY %/TPY

Existing

	

Diversion 499.6 tons 823.5 tons 471 .8 tons
w/o Scrap Metal 5 .3% 11% 5.2%

Source Reduction
• Info/Ed . - Residential 1 .2% .8% 1 .3%
•Info/Ed. - Comm! 1 .0% .8% 1 .5%

Recycling*
• Roadside Collection 2.0% 2 .0% 3.0%
•DroThOff Recyc~Landfill __
Commercial Glass, OCC

___

	

2_5°/
_ 1 .8%

0 OT
______

2 .0%
_ ___ 0.0%

2.5%

Education/Public

	

Info
*Schools Program 1 .2% .5% 1 .5%

Total 15% 17 .1% 15%

Table 12.0
Program Implementation Schedule

3rd-4th QTR 1st-2nd Otr 3rd Qtr
PROGRAMS 1 993 1994 1994

Source Reduction
*Info/Ed . - Residential (County & Cities) X
• Info/Ed. - Comml (Count y & Cities ) X X

Recycling
• Roadside Collection (w/Private Hauler ) X
• Drop -Off Recycling at Landfill (County) X
• Commercial Glass, OCC Collection (Hlr ) X

Education/Public

	

Info
•Schools Program (County & Cities) X

_ Reasons for Programs Selected

The above programs selected to be implemented by Glenn County and Cities are among those

described in the final draft of the Source Reduction , ind Recycling Element. They have been chosen

for implementation at this time because they are programs that can be implemented on a countywide

basis and with County/City program compatibility.

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition
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VI . OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Glenn County and the cities of Willows and Orland have chosen to work together under a joint powers
agreement to develop and fund AB 939 planning and implementation . They are interested in the •
development of additional regional programs, as evidenced by. the pursuit of designation as a
Recycling Market Development Zone . The County is moving forward with plans to develop local
industry, and has conducted initial conversations with neighboring cities and counties regarding the
feasibility of various manufacturing processes and available feedstock In addition, the County and
cities are considering the development of a regional landfill and other regional projects pertaining to
solid waste . These projects and processes are long term in nature and are under consideration
because they will maximize the County's land resources and take advantage of its central accessible
location . All of these projects listed below are still in very preliminary phases and, because of
extensive facilities development and permitting processes, would not be operational until the
medium-term planning period (1995 or 1996).

• Regional Landfill : Exploratory meetings have taken place between Glenn and bordering counties
as to their willingness to develop a regional landfill.

• Recycling Market Development Zone : The designation of Glenn County as an RMDZ holds
the potential for regional projects involving feedstock imported from other counties.

• Regional HHW Collection/Transfer Facility: A proposed project is in the preliminary stages
for locating a facility in Glenn that could handle household hazardous waste, agricultural hazardot*
wastes, and small quantity commercial generators .

	

~I

Regional approaches on a variety of issues such as Glenn County is pursuing provide a practical
means for rural areas to realize economies and to actually implement waste reduction program plans . It
is important in the case of Glenn County and the cities of Willows and Orland that these initiatives be
supported and encouraged . Rural areas throughout California experience special solid waste
challenges. Low population densities, low generation rates, low disposal fees that are a disincentive
to diversion, as well as inadequate support for solid waste management systems, many 'dumps" - now
landfills that require expensive closure, postclosure and monitoring procedures - these are the
unique circumstances of most Cal ifornia rural counties. They need help to meet AB 939 diversion
goals . The petition process and potential diversion reductions or postponing of diversion goals is
necessary for jurisdictions like Glenn County and the cities of Orland and Willows so that they can deal
with solid waste realities without being fiscally overwhelmed by them.

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition
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VII . ACHIEVABLE DIVERSION REQUIREMENTS

This section will summarize the obstacles to achieving the AB 939 diversion requirements and

.

	

propose alternative diversion and planning requirementsas well as potential programs to meet the

reduced mandates.

Obstacles

The requirements of AB 2494 have reduced Glenn County and cities' existing diversion rates by

disquali fying scrap metals diversion to eleven percent (11%) or under . Given the current waste

management scenario in Glenn County, it would be impossible for the County and Cities to meet a
25% diversion level by 1995 . Solid waste expenditures have nearly doubled since the 1989-90

budget year (see Table 4 .0 on Page 5), including the implementation programs planned for 1993-94.

A major portion of the increase is landfill expenditures due to Subtitle D . The relatively low population
requires that an unrealistically high per person diversion rate (for these jurisdictions) be accomplished.

The County feels that given the time to pursue longer term plans and processes now pending, it will

be able to reach the medium-term diversion goal of 50%; and therefore does not anticipate seeking

additional reductions.

Reduced Diversion Requirements Requested

The following table illustrates the SRRE-reported diversion percents (with scrap metal), what the

diversion rate would be without the metal, and the reduced diversion requirements requested under

this petition.

SRRE
Div.Level

WIO Scrap
Metal

Requested
Div.

	

Level

Unincorporated Glenn County 13% 5 .3% 15%
City of Willows 12% 5 .2% 15%
City of Orland 17% 11 .0% 15%

Reduced Planning Requirements

Glenn County and the cities of Orland and Willows are not seeking reduced planning requirements as
their SRRE and HHWE have been completed in Rnal Draft form . - -

•
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VII . SUMMARY

Unincorporated Glenn County and the cities of Orland and Willows each clearly
meet the criteria established for Reduced Diversion Requirements . They are
petitioning in a single petition document to expedite the petition process as they prepared and
submitted SRRE and HHWE as individual jurisdictions in a single planning document.

Glenn County and cities have moved forward to meet AB 939 planning requirements . They have

sought and been designated a Recycling Market Development Zone and continue to support that

process. They are investigating other regional approaches to solid waste projects that will help them

efficiently and cost-effectively manage their solid waste system. They have proceeded with a funding

analysis to assist in decision-making and planning for impending system cost increases and will be

implementing those decisions in the near future. Glenn County and the cities of Orland and Willows

have taken an incremental, systematic approach to their solid waste system needs.

Glenn County and the Cities of Orland and Willows request the California Integrated Waste

Management Board's thoughtful consideration of this petition for diversion requirements reduced to

the following levels:

• Uninc. Glenn County 15%

• City of Willows 15%

• City of Orland 15%

The jurisdictions feel a reduced short-term diversion requirement, acknowledging their rural

circumstances (i .e . low generation rates and small size), will enable them to plan more carefully and to

successfully achieve the 50% medium-term diversion requirement.

Glenn County and Cities of Orland and Willows Petition
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Memo 'to: Steen Hernandez
January 20, 1994
Page 3
Market Development Programs - Recycling

• Recycling Market Development Zone

Glenn County, through'its local Economic Development Corporation and {'ublic
Works Department, decided to pursue the establishment of a Recycling Market
Development Zone in 1991 . Following the preparation of a thorough feasibility
study and zone application, the State CIWMS granted RMDZ status to Glenn
County.

The County's objectives for the RMDZ focussed on creating a framework for both
integrated waste management and local economic development . Glenn County has:
one of the highest unemployment rates in the state and is very interested in the
development of local recycling related industries as well as associated integrated
waste management facilities (i .e., composting facility, landfill, materials retcovery
facility, etc .) that will create the needed secondary material feedstocks for f4ture
recycling businesses and industries under the RMDZ .

i
A successful petition for reduced short-term diversion requirements will allow the .
County to focus more of its resources and energies on promoting the development
of the facilities and indystries under the RMDZ, and help ensure the County
actually meets both the short-term and the medium-term diversion requirements.

Following is a table which illustrates the way in which the programs selected by the
County and cities will combine to achieve the reduced diversion of 15%.

Programs to Achieve
Short-Term Uniform Diversion-Level of 15%

PROGRAMS Untnc. County City of Orland
t

City of Willows
%/TPY %ITPY %ITPY'

Existinq Diversion 499.6 tons 823.5 tons 471 .8 tons
w/o Scrap Motet 5.3% 11% 5.2°.6'

Source Reduction
.8% 1 .3%?•Info/Ed. - Residential 1 .2%

I(includes backyard com Qosting)
-Info/Ed -Gomel

	

t .8% .8% 1 .5%t

*Gov' Procurement Policies .5% .3% .3%!

	

_

Recycling*
• Roadside Collection 2.0% 2 .0% 2.6%
*Drop-Off Reeve-Landfill 2.5% 0.0% 0.0%.
• Commercial Glass , OCC i 1 .6% 1 .8% 2.6%!

Education/Public Info .
*Schools Program 1 .2% .5% 1 .5%'

I Total 15.1%

	

_ 17.2% I15%

S
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

RESOLUTION #94 - 39

FOR THE REDUCTION OF DIVERSION
REQUIREMENTS FOR THE UNINCORPORATED COUNTY OF GLENN AND THE

INCORPORATED CITIES OF ORLAND AND WILLOWS

Title 14,, Division 7, Chapter 9, Section 18775

WHEREAS, Public Resources Code Section 41782 allows reductions
in the diversion and planning requirements specified in Public
Resources Code Section 41780 if a city or county can demonstrate
that achievement of the mandated requirements is not feasible due
to geographical size or low population density, and small waste
generation rates ; and

WHEREAS, Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, Section
18775 allows for qualifying jurisdictions to petition the Board
for reductions in planning and diversion goals mandated by Public
Resources Code Section 41780 ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has received a petition for reductions in the
diversion requirements from the Unincorporated County of Glenn
and the Incorporated Cities of Orland and Willows ; and

WHEREAS, the Unincorporated County of Glenn and the Incorporated
Cities of Orland and Willows each individually qualify based on
geographic size, population density, and small waste generation
rates to petition the Board for specified reductions ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has found that the request for reduction in
diversion requirements to allow the Unincorporated County of
Glenn and the Incorporated City of Willows each to achieve a 15%
level of waste diversion by January 1, 1995 is reasonable ; and

WHEREAS, the Board has considered the request for reduction in
diversion requirements to allow the Incorporated City of Orland
to achieve a 15% level of waste diversion by January . 1, 1995, and
has determined that, based on its petition, a reasonable level of
waste diversion would be a 17% waste diversion rate by January 1,
1995 ; and

WHEREAS, the Unincorporated County and the Incorporated Cities of
Orland and Willows have each complied with Public Resources Code
Section 41782, and Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations, Section 18775 ; and

WHEREAS, the Integrated Waste Management Board's Local Assistance
and Planning Committee approved the staff recommendation to allow
the Unincorporated County of Glenn and the Incorporated City of
Willows to each reduce the short term diversion goals from 25% to
15% ; and
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WHEREAS, the Integrated Waste Management Board's Local Assistance
and Planning Committee has modified staff's recommendation and
approved the Incorporated City of Orland to reduce short term
diversion goals from 25% to 17%.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby grants the
reduction in diversion requirements to 15% for the Unincorporated
County of Glenn and the Incorporated City of Willows and to 17%
for the Incorporated City of Orland for January 1, 1995.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that if the City SRRE has not been
locally adopted and submitted to the Board by the deadline set in
statute ; or, if the City SRRE is not approved by the Board
pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 7, Part 2, of Division 30
of the Public Resources Code (commencing with section 41800),
then the diversion reductions granted above shall be deemed
revoked .

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Director of the California Integrated
Waste Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is
a full, true and correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly
adopted by the California Integrated Waste Management Board on
February 23, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Director
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD

February 23, 1994

Agenda Item -Ws

ITEM :

	

Consideration of adoption of In-House Waste Prevention
Action Plan

COMMITTEE ACTION:

This item was heard at the Local Assistance and Planning
Committee on February 9, 1994 . It was recommended for approval
with the addition of a Board commitment to reduce paper purchased
by 10L

BACKGROUND:

The In-House Waste Prevention Action Plan (Plan) implements one
of the 16 priority items of the Statewide Waste Prevention Plan
previously adopted by the Board . That item called for the
creation of a model waste prevention program at the Board.

ANALYSIS:

This Plan represents the work of the In-House Waste Prevention
Committee which is made up of staff at all levels and various
divisions throughout the Board . It compliments in-house
recycling and procurement efforts.

The benefits of adopting this Plan include that it:

• will likely result in cost savings to the Board;
• demonstrates the Board's commitment to waste prevention;
• shows that we are "practicing what we preach" ; and
• will promote a positive image of our efforts at the

Board as the results of the model waste prevention
program will be shared with other state agencies, local
governments and businesses.

The goals and implementation steps of the Plan will be phased in
so that staff are not overwhelmed . The criteria used to
determine the implementation priorities included:

• material's contribution to the waste stream;
• ease of implementation ; and
• ability to support other waste prevention efforts

underway at the Board .
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Agenda Item 210
February 23, 1994

' Page Two

The goals of the Plan are:

1. Request that the Board adopt the In-House Waste
Prevention Resolution.

2. Persuade Board employees to conserve white office paper
and to reduce its annual use by 10%.

3. Encourage staff to reduce waste from food and related
waste.

4. Actively work with building management to reduce waste.

5. Implement waste prevention practices in procurement.

6. Persuade Board employees to conserve other resources.

STAFF COMMENTS:

Staff would like to have this item approved in time to be
included in Waste Awareness Week which is February 28--March 4.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Draft In-House Waste Prevention Action Plan
2. Resolution 94-40

Prepared by :

	

771a
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Phone ,.5M6/ 39 $'.

Reviewed by :

	

/

	

Phone As-g--z-990

Legal review :	 Date/Time	



DRAFT IN-HOUSE WASTE PREVENTION ACTION PLAN

I. Purpose

The purpose of the In-house Waste Prevention Action Plan is to create a model waste
prevention program at the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) to provide
leadership through example and save money through more efficient use of supplies and
equipment.

II. Introduction

A. Background

The Board's integrated waste management approach is multi-dimensional . This approach
includes waste prevention, market development, buying recycled, recycling, composting, and
safe disposal . Although the law places waste prevention as the highest priority in
California's integrated waste management hierarchy (Public Resources Code Section
40051(a)), it is commonly overlooked.

To forward waste prevention, the Board adopted the Statewide Waste Prevention Plan which
identified 16 priority activities. One of these activities called for the creation of a committee
to develop a comprehensive in-house waste prevention program by using the following key
steps :

n identify "wasteful practices" and alternative less wasteful practices;
n select waste prevention practices to implement;
n create educational and promotional materials;
n measure impact of waste prevention practices and modify program as needed ; and
n document results and use to promote similar programs elsewhere.

The In-house Waste Prevention Committee (committee) was formed by asking each division
to appoint a representative and then all interested Board staff were invited to participate.
The committee includes support staff, technical staff, and management from various divisions
throughout the Board as well as Board advisor representation . The committee is also coordi-
nating with the Board's in-house recycling program and the Information Technology
Advisory Council (ITAC), which works to promote efficient and effective use of the Board's
computer services.

B . Definition of Waste Prevention

As defined in the Statewide Waste Prevention Plan, waste prevention is:

"Any action undertaken by an individual or organization to eliminate or reduce the
amount or toxicity of materials before they enter the municipal solid waste stream . This
action is intended to conserve resources, promote efficiency, and reduce pollution ."

1
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C . Waste Generation at the Board

During one week in June 1992, the Board collected, sorted and categorized materials from
disposal and recycling streams . Staff conducting the waste audit determined that Board staff
generate 1 .15 pounds of waste per person per day . This study provided the committee with
information about the type and quantity of waste generated (see table below .' The committee
used this information to help determine which waste categories to target.

White ledger paper comprised 37 percent of waste generated and is the largest category.
There is ample opportunity to reduce paper use and save money by using it less wastefully
(e.g., print double-sided copies, find uses for scrap paper printed on one-side only, print
fewer copies) . Other major categories were newspaper (22 percent), mixed paper (14
percent), and food waste (10 percent) .

Waste Generation at the Road Jta1e 1992
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Of the materials being targeted in this Plan, only landscape waste was not included in the
waste generation study . This waste is handled by a landscape contractor hired by building
management rather than the Board. The committee believes landscaping waste should be part
of the Plan because, if it were included in a waste generation study, it would likely be
significant.

' Draft Waste Audit Summary Report, prepared by Terry Brennan.
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HI. Goals and Implementation Steps

The following goals and implementation steps are intended to be phased in over time . This
will allow the committee to : 1) introduce new procedures one at a time so staff are not
overloaded ; and 2) begin with practices that are likely to offer the greatest impact . Criteria
for determining greatest impact include:

n material's contribution to the waste stream;
n ease of implementation ; and
n ability to support other waste prevention efforts underway at the Board.

Because the Plan is phased, only the first three goals and implementation steps have been
detailed. The remaining goals and steps will be enumerated after the first steps have been
evaluated so staff can incorporate experience gained.

Following adoption of the Plan, the committee will develop timelines, assign responsibilities,
and modify the implementation steps as necessary to develop a model program for other state
agencies, local governments and other office settings . The committee will closely monitor
the implementation of all Plan strategies and evaluate their effectiveness in : changing
employee behavior to conserve resources, promoting efficiency, reducing pollution and
reducing costs.

Goal 1 . Request that the Board adopt the In-House Waste Prevention Resolution . (See
attached)

Goal 2 . Persuade Board employees to conserve white office paper and reduce its use by
10%.

Step 1 : Establish a baseline of white paper usage.
A. Quantify and track paper use at specified locations.
B. Estimate percentage of single versus double-sided printing & copying.
C. Establish a process for assessing progress.
D. Quantify cost savings.

Step 2 : Identify staff who will volunteer as Waste Prevention Pros to help educate
and work with staff.

Step 3 : Hold a contest among divisions to encourage paper reduction
A. Develop the contest.
B. Kick-off contest.
C. Re-measure paper use at end of contest period.
D. Award prizes .
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Step 4 : Provide on-going encouragement for double-sided printing.
A. Direct Waste Prevention Pros to work with staff on setting up and using

double-sided printing feature.
B. Provide E-mail instructions for double-sided printing.
C. Post instructions for double-sided printing next to printers.
D. Direct Waste Prevention Pros to follow-up with staff within two weeks

after sending out instructions . Assist as needed.
E. Address concerns which arise with double-sided printing.

Step 5: Provide on-going encouragement for double-sided copying.
A. Post reminders next to copy machines to remind people to copy double-

sided.
B. Direct Waste Prevention Pros to remind people to copy double-sided.
C. Evaluate existing copiers for double-sided performance and make recom-

mendations for improvement/replacement.

Step 6: Encourage single-sided paper reuse.
A. Encourage staff to collect single sided paper at their desks and use for

drafts and scratch pads.
B. Place collection boxes at copiers and printers for collection of single-

sided sheets ; establish collection and reuse system for this paper.
C. Investigate if mail-room can make scratch pads and initiate a process for

making scratch pads.
D. Look into designating certain printers/copiers with draft paper trays,

including determination of whether warranties would be void if such a
practice were to be implemented.

Step 7 : Reduce excess printing and copying.
A. Define and implement procedures that save paper, such as previewing

documents on computer before printing, verifying the number of copies
needed, and formatting to avoid excessive white space and blank pages.

B. Evaluate extent of overruns and develop strategies for reducing them.
C. Evaluate mailing lists ; remove duplicate names and determine if

recipients still want Board mailings.

Step 8: Encourage reduction of paper generation through E-mail.
A. Support ITAC efforts to get standardized forms on e-mail.
B. Use bulletin board for announcements of general interest items.
C. Educate Board employees about saving messages and documents on

computer rather than printing them out.

Step 9: Continue efforts to find new and innovative ways to conserve paper.

Step 10: Evaluate progress according to process established in Step 1C.

Step 11 : Publicize results .
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Goal 3 . Encourage staff to reduce food and related waste.

Step 1 : Establish a baseline of waste generation.
A. Estimate amount of food and packaging waste from non-cafeteria

sources.
B. Estimate cafeteria waste.
C. Establish a process for assessing progress.

Step 2 : Reduce non-cafeteria food and packaging waste.
A. Work with In-House Recycling Program to initiate worm bin project.
B. Encourage use of reusable dishware, lunch bags, carry-out bags through

contests, Waste Prevention Pros, etc.
C. Approach eating establishments frequented by Board employees to see

what possibilities exist to reduce take-out food waste.

Step 3:

Step 4 :

Reduce cafeteria waste.
A.
B.

Work with cafeteria operator to develop waste prevention practices.
Implement waste prevention measures in cafeteria.

Reduce waste at special events.

S

A.

B.
C .

Work with the building management company about events they sponsor
(such as receptions, holiday parties).
Develop waste prevention procedures for Board-sponsored events.
Establish a collection of reusable dishware for informal Board gatherings
(e.g ., pot lucks) .

Step 5 :

	

Evaluate the feasibility of purchasing a dishwasher.

Step 6 :

	

Evaluate progress according to precess established in Step 1C.

Step 7 :

	

Publicize results.

Goal 4.

	

Actively work with building management to reduce waste.

Step 1 : Establish a baseline of waste generation.
A.
B.
C .

Estimate amount of custodial waste generated.
Estimate amount of landscape waste generated.
Establish a process for assessing progress.

Step 2 . Educate building management about benefits of waste prevention.

Step 3 : Work with building management company to reduce landscape waste:
A. Evaluate grasscycling pilot.
B. Implement full scale grasscycling
C. Reduce frequency of landscape plantings.
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D. Explore usage of compost from vermicomposting for onsite landscaping.
E. Explore means to use other landscape waste onsite.

Step 4: Work with management company to establish waste preventative custodial
practices.

Step 5 : Evaluate progress according to process established in Step 1D.

Step 6: Publicize results.

(As previously noted, the following goals will be detailed after the above goals are imple-
mented.)

Goal 5 . Implement waste prevention practices in procurement.

Step 1 : Establish a procurement baseline & evaluation process.
Step 2: Determine procurement practices and products to target.
Step 3 : Buy durable, reusable, and repairable products.
Step 4 : Buy recycled and recyclable (important compliments to waste prevention).
Step 5 : Reduce packaging.
Step 6 : Promote reusable transportation packaging.
Step 7 : Evaluate progress according to process established in Step 1.
Step 8 : Publicize results.

Goal 6 . Persuade Board employees to conserve other resources.

Step 1 : Establish a baseline of waste generation & evaluation process.
Step 2 : Reduce newspaper generation (e .g., reduce subscriptions, utilize electronic

news services).
Step 3 : Reduce use of mixed paper (e .g ., reduce packaging waste, buy re-use labels

and reuse envelopes).
Step 4 : Determine and implement other waste prevention measures
Step 5 : Evaluate progress according to process established in Step 1.
Step 6 : Publicize results .
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CALIFORNIA INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO . 94-40

WHEREAS, the California Integrated Waste Management Board (Board) is required
to promote waste prevention (source reduction) as the priority waste manage-
ment practice ; and

WHEREAS, the Board is required to maximize the use of all feasible waste
prevention, recycling, and composting options in order to reduce the amount of
solid waste that must be disposed ; and

WHEREAS, the Board in response to these and other statutory mandates that
require the Board to promote statewide waste prevention, recycling, and
composting has developed a Statewide Waste Prevention Plan and is implementing
a state facilities recycling program ; and

WHEREAS, the Board recognizes that waste prevention offers a great potential
to reduce waste, but is a relatively underdeveloped approach because it
competes with better known traditional waste management practices that rely on
managing discards, such as recycling ; and

WHEREAS, the Board fully intends to lead the way in reducing the generation of
solid waste in California ; and

S

		

WHEREAS, the Board, as part of the Statewide Waste Prevention Plan established
a committee to develop an in-house model to provide leadership through example
and serve as a case study.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board adopts the following In-House
Waste Prevention Policy and directs its Executive Director to implement the
In-House Waste Prevention Action Plan developed by the In-House Waste
Prevention Committee .
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In-House Waste Prevention Policy

As part of its overall integrated approach to waste management, it is the
policy of the California Integrated Waste Management Board to implement cost-
effective waste prevention practices in all of its in-house and external
operations . Specifically, except where prohibited by State law, regulations,
or pre-existing contracts, the Board shall:

► reduce paper purchases by 10% over the next year;

► purchase photocopiers with a duplex function;

► purchase computer printers that have a double-sided printing capability;

► maintain all copiers and printers in working order;

► double-side all documents and communications except where necessary in
the case of master documents or where equipment is unable to perform this
function reliably;

► assure that electronic systems are set up to allow for default double-
sided copying;

► minimize changes in procedures, formatting, and documents which generate
waste;

► allow internal documents to be submitted with minor legible handwritten
corrections;

► practice waste prevention in all procurement decisions;

► operate in a facility that maximizes waste prevention in its custodial,
maintenance and landscaping practices ; and

►

	

implement other waste prevention practices as deemed appropriate.

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned Executive Officer of the California Integrated Waste
Management Board does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and
correct copy of a resolution duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the
California Integrated Waste Management Board held February 23, 1994.

Dated:

Ralph E . Chandler
Executive Officer
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